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Tue successor or Sir Cressweit Cresswe has not 
_ yet been appointed, nor has rumour fixed upon any indivi- 
| dual with any degree of certainty. A great many names 
_ are mentioned, including those of two ex-Chancellors, 
» and two or three of the common law judges. We be- 
| lieve that the Government are pil unembarrassed 
_ in their choice by official precedent. The Court being 
| new one, there is no direct precedent in point, and the 
_ old Ecclesiastical Court was of so much less importance 
| imevery respect that it furnishes no analogy. Even if 
| it did, we believe that the Queen’s Advocate was never 
' considered to have the same kind of official right or 
| claim to become the judge of that Court, whenever a 
_ change occurred, such as the Attorney or Solicitor-Gene- 
| ralhadin the ordinary superior courts. It will, no doubt, 
' be difficult to find a fit successor of Sir Cresswell 
| Cresswell. The Court being governed to a con- 
| siderable extent by the practice of the common 
' law courts, and a great deal of its business being 
_ of a character similar to what took place at Nisi 
| Prius, its judge ought to be familiar with the 
' common law side of Westminster Hall. But, on the 
/ other hand, the principles and procedure of the old 
| Eeclesiastical Courts are still operative to a considerable 
extent, and a mere Nisi Prius lawyer would be wholly 
| unfit to preside in such a court. Lord Cranworth was 
| a remarkable instance of an equity lawyer making an 
_ able common law judge; and Sir Cresswell Cresswell 
» himself was an equally remarkable instance of a common 
| law judge administering a system of law, and presiding 
over a court the practice of which was, in many respects, 
very foreign to his education as a lawyer and a judge. 
It is not surprising, therefore, that among the many 
_ names which Rumour has mentioned should be that of an 
eminent leader in one of the Vice-Chancellor’s Courts. 
| We believe, however, that nothing yet has been settled 
' with reference to the appointment. 
_ . The public estimate of the character and abilities of 
_ the deceased judge has been wonderfully unanimous, and 
_ the various x of his biography which have appeared 
- in the journals are, we consider, highly creditable to the 
| Press, as indicating a very truthful and, at the same 
_ time, temperate and considerate spirit in such matters. 
BA of all these sketches will leave posterity no 





_ doubt as to the real character of the man. All admit his 
singular ability, his natural acuteness and untiring 

| industry, but many of them do not fail to notice 

me (although ina very forbearing manner) his overweening 
m self-reliance and his notable want of courtesy, in which 
_ he was certainly pre-eminent amongst his judicial bre- 


| thren. One of the most remarkable circumstances con- 
' nected with his history was the immunity which he 
' enjoyed in this respect. It was often remarked as 
_ strange that, notwithstanding the offensive things which 
» he was in the habit of saying to counsel, he managed, 
| throughout the whole of his judicial career, to avoid 
' “scenes in court.” ‘The secret of his success was pro- 
» bably owing to the fact that what gave offence was 
generally his manner of saying a thing rather than 
' what he actually said. He was a self-contained man, 
» and always had his faculties about him; so that 
| he was never caught in making use of any un- 
| guarded expressions, or in any unjudicial ebuilitions 
_ of feeling. A judge of this kind has it in his power to 
| make himself extremely disagreeable, and indeed down- 
| tight offensive, without exposing himself to the danger 
| of reprisals. Almost the only anecdote of a retort 
_ against Sir Cresswell Cresswell is told of Edwin James. 
| Sir Cresswell Cresswell had the habit, when taking 
notes of evidence, of crying out “Stop,” to counsel who 





were going too fast with the examination of a witness, 
and he noti uently managed to make even this mono- 
syllable something very like a slap in the face. On one 
occasion, when Edwin James was examining a witness, 
Sir Cresswell Cresswell again and again cried. out 
“Stop,” in his most authoritative and di 
manner, without apparently receiving any attention from 
the counsel. At length, with some ve he said, 
“Mr. James, I told you to stop.” “Oh, indeed,” said 
Mr. James, “I thought you were addressing the usher 
of the court;” and the retort was felt to be perfectly 
fair. Yet with all these failings of manner when 
sitting as a judge, it is said that no man was 
more kind and considerate in private life than Sir C. 
Cresswell; and he certainly discharged his judicial 
duties with consummate ability and untiring industry. 
This is the testimony borne by the Press generally, and 
is the undivided opinion of the legal profession. We 
may be allowed to take this opportunity of i 
an error in our obituary notice of last week, where it is 
assumed that the Mr. Alexander who for some years 
shared the leadership of the Northern Cireuit with Mr. 
Cresswell, is the present Attorney-General to H.R.H. 
the Prince of Wales. Sir W. Alexander belongs to 
the Oxford Circuit.. The Mr. Alexander to whom we 
referred died many years ago. 

The following account of the funeral of Sir Cresswell 
Cresswell is taken from one of the morning journals :— 

The mortal remains of the Right Hon. Sir Cresswell Cress- 
well, Knt., were removed from his late mansion, 21, Priaces-gate, 
Knightsbridge, on Wednesday, to the Kensal-green Cemetery 
for interment. ‘The funeral was considered a private one, the 
family declining the offers of many noblemen, the learned 
judges, and the leading members of the Bar, to send their car- 
riages as a mark of respect to the deceased. The funeral 
cortége consisted of a hearse, plumed, drawn by four horses, 
containing the body of the deceased, enclosed in a coffin 
covered with black cloth and with brass gilt mountings, and on 
the lid a brass plate containing the words, “ The Right Hon. 
Sir Cresswell Cresswell, born 30th of August, 1799; died 29th 
of July 1863,” followed by three mourning carriages, plumed. 
In the first. were the Rev. Dr. Irons, the vicar of Brompton; 
the brothers of the deceased, Mr. William Cresswell, the Rev. 
Oswald Cresswell, and Mr. Henry B, Cresswell. In the second 
carriage, the nephews of the deceased, Mr. Ernest Cresswell 
and Mr. Frank Cresswell, and Mr, Middleton and Mr. Airey, his 
executors. In the third carriage, Mr. Patteson, the son of the 
late Sir John Patteson, the secretary of the deceased; Mr, 
Charles Hawkins, Mr. George Lane, and Dr. Baber, the eminent 
surgeons, who attended the learned judge from the time of the 
unfortunate .accident. These carriages were followed by the 
private carriage of the deceased, containing Mr. Bowden and Mr, 
Weedon, his most attached servants, and by the bmg: ae of 
the Queen’s Advocate, Sir R. Phillimore, Mr. Justice Wight- 
man, Dr. Bayford, Chief Registrar, Mr. Justice Keating, Lord 
Aveland, Dr. Travers Twiss, Vicar-General, and the Queen’s 
Proctor, Mr. F. H. Dyke, and others.. On the arrival of the 
cortége at the cemetery it was received by the Rev. Mr. Stuart, 
the incumbent, and after the service had heen performed in the 
church the body was interred with the usual ritual. A large 
number of private friends were present, 


Since the foregoing was written, the following para- 
graph has appeared in an evening journal :— 

We learn, on what we believe to be good authority, that 
Mr. Justice Wilde will succeed the late Sir C. Cresswell as 
judge of the Court of Probate and Divorce; that the Attorney- 
General, Sir W. Atherton, will fill the vacancy thus created on 
the bench of the Court of Exchequer; that Sir Roundell 
Palmer will, as a matter of course, take the office of Attorney- 
General; and that Mr. Collier, Q.C,, will be the new Solicitor- 
General. 


Sir G. Bowyer has addressed a letter to the Editor of 
the 7'imes, in which he states that he had not an oppor- 
tunity of stating in the House of Commons the nature 
of the bill which he intends to ask leave to introduce 
next session regarding the jurisdiction which the 
Benchers of the Inns of Court exercise in certain well- 
known cases. He states that he has reason to believe 
that the chief objection to his bill was that it took away 
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the authority of the Benchers of each Inn over the 
members of their own Inn, and concentrated it in the 
proposed Council, but that objection he was willing to 
uiesce in. He proposes to introduce next session a 
bill which will, if it pass into a law, enable the Benchers 
in each Inn to elect a judicial committee, to exercise 
jurisdiction in all cases of disbarring a barrister, and of 
refusals to call to the Bar, and to admit students—re- 
ing the members of, or, in the latter case, of candi- 
ates for, admission to the particular Inn. Thus, he 
observes, each Inn would have jurisdiction over its own 
members and the candidates for admission as students. 
He also proposes to give to such judicial committee all 
the powers of a court of record—the power to admi- 
nister an oath, to compel attendance of witnesses and pro- 
duction of documents and papers, and of punishing for 
contempt. These powers be considers are essential for 
the due exercise of jurisdiction. He further proposes 
that from those judicial committees there should be an 
appeal to the judges, and that the practice of hearing 
the cases to which he refers before a secret tribunal 
should be heard, not by a fluctuating assembly, composed 
at each hearing of different persons, but by the same 
judges who are to decide the case. 


Tue Great Eamont case, which recently caused 
so much excitement in the Irish courts, has mn ter- 
minated by a compromise. The representatives of Sir 
Edward Tierney have eed, in consideration of 
£125,000, to give up the large estates which formed the 
subject of litigation. 

Me. Ricnarp Marspen Panxuvurst, of Manchester, 
solicitor, was awarded the gold medal at the recent 
examination for the degree of LL.D., by the University 
of London. Mr. Pankhurst is an Associate of Owen's 
College, Manchester, and we believe had previously 

istinguished himself as an alumnus of that body. It 1s 
highly gratifying to notice, from time to time, the in- 
crease of academic degrees and honours in our branch 
of the profession; and as the degrees in Law which are 
conferred by the University of London are by no means 
honorary, but are a certain test of deep and extensive 
learning, it is all the more pleasing to see a solicitor, 
not merely obtaining the degree, but carrying off 
the hi prize and most distinguished honour in that 
severe examination. Instances of academic success like 
this amongst solicitors have hitherto been rare, although 
the number of University degrees in their ranks has 
considerably increased of late years. So long as the 
attorneys and solicitors of England are without a real 
College of their own, it is not to be expected that they 
will number among them any considerable proportion 
of men who have taken University honours or even 
degrees ; but when the Incorporated Law Society be- 
comes, as has been suggested, a Chartered College, with 
power to confer degrees in Law, they will, no doubt, 
cease to be rare, even though they may not be made 

for admission into the profession. Meanwhile, 

the London University is open to all who have the 

fortune to be an associate of one of its affiliated 

colleges ; and the example of Mr. Pankhurst shows that 

not only the highest degree, but the highest distinction 

in the Faculty of Law, may be obtained by a solicitor 
engaged in actual practice. 





EXTEMPORE LEGISLATION. 
The Exhibition Medals Act, 1863, is a choice speci- 
men of hurried and loose law-making. LEither in the 


interest of or in order to maintain the dig- 
nity of the Exhibition Commissioners of 1862 and 1851, 
the Legislature designed to give a summary remedy 
againet fraud wpon purchasers by representations that 
exposed for sale had been distinguished by an 

saies - itl 





vided a remedy for this kind of offence against honesty ; 
nor will we enter upon the broader inquiry whether it 
was politic to give to such prizes as these medals any 
other than an honorary character. A legal recognition 
of them involves the principle of constituting the Exhi- 
bition Commissioners the judges by law of th 

the arts and manufactures of the kingdom. Encroach- 
ments of this new Art imperium in imperio on the liberty 
of the subject may require to be as jealously watched as 
the demands recently made on the public purse for estab- 
lishing the palace of the Art-magnates. Well, by the 
Act, having the design which we just mentioned, it is 
enacted in effect that if any boastiul trader, in conver- 
sation with a friend, pretends to have obtained an Exhi- 
bition medal for any article whatever for which one has 
been awarded, he is liable to a five pound fine for the 
first offence, and to imprisonment for six months for the 
second, on summary conviction by two justices, at any 
time during his life. ‘The trader may perhaps not even 
have on sale the particular article, and may have no _ 
intention whatever to defraud any one. The mere false 
boast is made criminal. : 

There can be no mistake about this extraordinary 
stretch of the criminal law. The only ingredients 
necessary to constitute the new offence are a a 
false representation, andan award. Here are the words 
of the Act—‘“‘If any trader commits any of the offences 
following: that is to say—1, falsely represents that he 
has obtained a medal or certificate the Exhibition 
Commissioners in respect of any article ei cope for 
which a medal or certificate has been awarded by the 
Commissioners” (then follow the second and third 
offences), “he shall incur the following ties: that 
is to say—1. For the first offence he shall forfeit to her 
Majesty a sum not exceeding £5. 2. For any subse- 
quent offence he shall forfeit to her Majesty a sum not 
exceeding £20, or be imprisoned for a period not exceed- 
ing six months.” The Act then goes on to provide 
“that it shall not be necessary to prove that any person 
has sustained damage by the false representation,” to 
define the expression “ Exhibition Commissioners,” to 
enact that “ offences under the Act may be prosecuted 
summarily in England and Ireland” (a double prosecu- 
tion ?) “‘ before two justices; as to England, according 
to the 11 & 12 Vict. c. 43; as to Ireland, according to 
the Act of the 14th & 15th Vict.; in Scotland as pro- 
vided in the Act. 

There is no definition of a trader in the Act, as there 
is in the Bankrupt Acts, which, in addition toa 
interpretation of the term, have thought it necessary to 
specify between thirty and forty businesses which would 
not come within the general words. All the difficulties 
of this part of the old bankruptcy law will be revived. 
Is a commission agent, broker, or factor, a trader? Will 
amember of an incorporated commercial company be 
deemed a trader? A shopman or foreman certainly will 
not. A “coach and horses” may be driven through the 
trader clause, and where it cannot be openly evaded 
there will be ground for appeals without number. 

The immediate circumstances under which the Act 
was passed through the Commons are sufficient to ac- 
count for the admission even of such wretched work as 
this into the statute-book. ‘I'he bill, aceording to Mr. 
Ayrton’s account of it, came down from the other House 
on the 23rd ult., and at one o'clock in the morning it 
was read a first time. At ten o'clock in the morning of 
the same day it was first placed in the hands of mem- 
bers, together with a notice that it would be read a 
second time at twelve o'clock. Not only was it read a 
second time after this interval of two hours, but was 
then also passed through committee and reported upon. 
On Monday, the 27th, it was read a third time and passed. 
Lord Robert Cecil and Mr. Ayrton offered all the 
tion which they could tosuch hast, ——s and pointed 
out the legal defects of the bill; the Government 
lawyers actually left the louse—we say it advisedly— 
in order to escape questions which they could notsatise — 
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factorily answer, on the operation of the measure. Mr. 
Milner Gibson, who had p tam of it, confessed himself 
unable to defend it in its legal bearings, and threw the 
responsibility on the House of Lords. Now, we find, 
from the Lords’ journals, that the bill was not read a 
second time in that House before the 21st; that there 
was no consideration there of the details, for a committee 
was negatived ; and on the 23rd the bill was read a third 
time and i 

As to these medals and certificates of the Exhibition 
Commissioners, everyone not as ignorant of the ways 
of the world as the bumpkin who comes up from the 
country to be plundered of his sovereigns is well aware 
of the truth, how trade really suffers. An opportunity 
for general and systematic fraud is afforded to the 
holders much more than to the non-holders of medals. 
Articles for competition at Exhibitions are produced of a 
quality and price never again to be combined for the 
market. The purchaser in a shop, when told that such 
a material for clothing or such a piece of furniture re- 
ceived an award of distinction, which probably is pro- 
duced before his eyes for his pleasure and satisfaction, 
has no means whatever of comparing his purchase with 
the identical specimen exhibited. The trader may with 
impunity use his medal to cover any inferiority in sub- 
stance and workmanship, and impose upon the unwary, 
under the auspices of the Commissioners. This is one of 
the great evils of State protection of art. Men surrender 
their own taste and judgment not only to the Commis- 
sioners but to every artful dealer who can play, in the 
Commissieners’ name, upon his customers. While the 
public is cheated out of its independence, the undecorated 
trader, who had too much principle to win a medal for 
goods which he never intended to reproduce on his 
counter, is driven out of the market by an unfair, pro- 
tected competition. The Act, therefore, while intending to 
vindicate the distinction conferred by the Commissioners, 
does not touch the real abuse of it, and is in an equal 
degree ill-drawn and hypocritical. 

hich of the Commissioners, or their satellites, or the 

-on of a posthumous Art socialism, may have 
been the draftsman of the Act, we do not know ; this we 
know, that if there be one thing almost as criminal as 
pretending to have obtained an Exhibition medal, it is 
the passing through the House of Commons, in a few 
hours, a Act such as this, when the Crown lawyers 
have quitted their places to escape the responsibility 
of justifying or defending it. 

e observe a notice, in connection, no doubt, with the 
highly objectionable conduct of the Government in 
carrying this Act, for a motion next session, that it be a 
standing order of the House of Commons that no bill 
shall be proceeded with beyond the stage for which it 
has been made an order of the day, without notice 
thereof being given in the paper of business in which 
such order 0: the day is entered, In the case at least of 
a penal bill, such a notice is only decent. 





THE ENGLISH AND IRISH LAW AND CHANCERY 
COMMISSIONERS’ REPORT. 

The report of these Commissioners, which was pre- 
rented to Parliament immediately before its prorogation, 
has been printed, and, as the production of eight distin- 

ed lawyers from each country, who have applied 
minds to the problem of assimilating the practice 

jure, as well as the constitution of the courts 

and judicial finance, of both countries, it cannot fail to 
be interesting to the members of the legal profession in 
England as well as in Ireland. The Commissioners 
divide their report into the five following general 
heads :—I, Common Law Practice and Procedure; IT. 
Constitution of Superior Courts of Common Law in 
Ireland as to number of Judges; III. Equity Practice 
and ann a IV. yeagene “ee Mra Fees of Court of 
Chancery reland — modi consequent on 
assimilation; V. Subjects not immediately connected 








with Practice and Procedure on Constitution of Courts, 
foe: the: sdopiien: of ton saaing: promsianerah a 
for the adoption of the existing one 
country in preference to the other, with the view, as far 
as possible. to their complete assimilation. 

Under the first head the Commissioners recommend 
various provisions in the English Common Law Pro- 
cedure Acts, 1852, 1854, and 1860, in preference to 
corresponding provisions in the Irish Common Law Pro- 
cedure Acts; but they are of opinion that the 
provisions of the Irish Common Law Procedure Ast 
should be extended to England :— 

1. That a renewed writ should not be available to prevent 
the operation of the Statutes of Limitation, unless the re- 
newal shall be had by leave of the Court or of a jadge, or on 
an affidavit to satisfy the Court or a judge that reasonable 
diligence was used to effect service of the writ. 

2. That debts accruing after the commencement of an action 
may be pleaded in bar of the further maintenance of the action, 

3. That a husband may add claims in his own right in any 
action brought by husband and wife for any cause of action 
accruing to the wife, and in respect of which she is necessarily 
joined as a co-plaintiff. 

4. That a judgment should not. be arrested, stayed or re- 
versed by reason that the plaintiff or defendant being under 
twenty-one years, sued or defended by attorney. 

5. That a memorandum may be entered of ‘part payment and 
satisfaction on the record of judgments. 

6. That an heir or personal representative of any party, 
plaintiff or defendant, may (for the purpose of bringing error) 
enter a suggestion of the death of such party, and that he is 
such legal representative. 

7. That the’plaintiff may have the amount of mesne rates 
ascertained at the trial of an ejectment. 

8. That the Irish practice of more speedy execution after 
judgment is to be preferred. 

9. That the Irish rule, that if the defendant is resident out 
of the jurisdiction, and has some agent or ia Ireland - 
the Court may authorize service to be substituted on ym oy 
should be extended mutatis mutandis to the case of a t, 
being an agent or manager resident in England. 

10. That a defendant applying for security for costs against 
an Irish plaintiff suing in England should be required to make 
an affidavit of merits. 

11. That the following provisions of the Irish Common Law 
Procedure Act, 1853, should be extended to England:—That 
in motions to arrest judgment, or for judgment non obstante 
veredicto, the party insisting on the objection must satisly the 
Court that there has been an omission of some substantial mat- 
ter of fact, whereby he may have been prejudiced in the merits 
of his case. 


They are further of opinion— 

1. That the provisions of the Common Law Procedure Act, 
1854, extended by the Irish Common Law Procedure Act, 1856, 
sections 25 to 30, to criminal cases, should be extended to courts 
exercising criminal jurisdiction in England. 

2, That it is desirable that the power peculiar to Ireland te 
make an order directing temperary bars in ejectment to be re- 
moved in any case in which it shall appear to the satisfaction 
of the Court that an order to the same effect pager bod 
nounced by the Court of Chancery upon a 
made to it for that purpose, should be extended vo Bagiaad. 

3. That the landlord in replevin should bave jndgment 
against the plaintiff for the arrears of rent ascertained on the 
inquiry, whether the value of the and chattels distrained 
shall amount to so much or not. is should be 
by a provision that nothing therein contained should or 
affect the liability of the sureties in the in band. 

4. That the statutable provisions in by which the 
venue in actions by and against assignees of lessees is transi- 
tory, should be extended to England. 

Under the head of general improvements of the law 
in England and Ireland, the Commissioners submit to 
her Majesty the following recommendations :-— 

1. That a provision should be made ——— 
personal actions and in ejectments, unless the same be prose- 
outed with effect within a time te be fixed, 

as ae Sanat ae nn 0-8 Ee > 

ata trial on an uastamped dooument, ana- 
dee a Aa the Irish Common Law Procedure Act of 11 
should be amended, #0 as to enable parties to pay the duty 
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penalty when the unstamped document is lost or destroyed, 
and secondary evidence given of its contents. 

3. That the Court or a judge should be enabled, in making 

orders for changing the venue from one place to another, to 
provide for a venue out of the county, or county of the city, in 
which the action is to be tried. 
‘ 4. That in addition to the cases where payment of money 
into court is now permitted, the Court or a judge should in all 
other cases be at liberty to permit it to be done, subject to such 
terms as the Court or a judge may think right. 

5. That in actions brought in Ireland by persons resident in 
England, and actions brought in England by persons resident 
in Ireland, where security for costs is ordered, the Court should 
have power to order such security to be by bond, recognizance, 
warrant, of cognovit to enter judgment, at the defendant’s suit, 


in one of the superior courts of the county where the plaintiff 


resides, or by deposit, or by sureties, as the Court shail think 
fit. 

6. That in actions brought by persons resident elsewhere 
than in England or Ireland, it shall be in the discretion of the 
Court or judge to determine whether, on an application for se- 
curity for costs, an affidavit of merits shall be required. 

7. That a provision to the following effect—viz., “ In pro- 
ceedings to obtain an attachment of debts under the Common 
Law Procedure Act, 1854, the judge may, in his discretion, 
refnse to interfere, or may impose such terms and conditions, as 
to the time and mode of payment or otherwise, as he shall think 
fit”—should be substituted for section 28 of the Common Law 
Procedure Act, 1860, and should be applied both to Ireland and 
to England. 

8. That, subject to the amendments hereinbefore recom- 
mended, the statutable provisions as to inspection, discovery, 
appeal, and otherwise, should apply to interpleader as well as 
to ordinary actions. 

9. That the statutable provisions and rules of England and 
of Ireland as to costs should as far as possible be assimilated 
and simplified. 

One of the principal results originally anticipated from 
the labours of the Commission was the reduction of the 
Irish judicial establishment. The Commissioners are 
unanimously of opinion, however, that it is not expe- 
dient to reduce the number of the judges in the supe- 
rior courts in Ireland, and they have come to this con- 
clusion mainly upon the ground that the judicial 
business in that country may be expected to increase, 
and that the immediate effect of the proposed changes 
will be to impose a great deal of additional labour upon 
the judges in the establishment of the new procedure. 
The general aim of this Commission is one of great 
im nee, and we hope to see it, before long, 
fully carried out between England and the sister 
country. Anything like a complete assimilation of law 
between England and Scotland seems hopeless at pre- 
sent. There is so strong a determination on the part of 
Scotch lawyers to preserve their system in its integrity, 
and it is so widely different in many of its main features 
from ours, that nothing less than some organic and sweep- 
ing changes on both sides would be sufficient to make the 
two systems approximate. But Ireland is governed by 
the same common law, and to a great extent has the 
same statute law, as ourselves. Its judiciary is consti- 
tuted upon our model, and there are few generic differ- 
ences in the procedure and practice of its Courts; and, 
except in a few comparatively trivial details, there is no 
reason why there should be any difference whatever. 
Therefore, the task assigned to these Commissioners 
was one of an eminently useful character, and it appears 
to have been executed in an entirely satisfactory 
manner. Several of the Irish journals are naturally 
elated at finding the Irish procedure recommended in 
so many particulars for adoption in England, and we 
ean assure them that such a proposal will not be re- 
ceived the worse in this country from any notion of 
pride on our parts. Every complicated system of pro- 
cedure becomes capable of improvement in course of 
time, and the most useful changes are gencrally those that 
are by actual experience. English lawyers 
have hitherto been too little in the habit of looking to 
other countries for information touching the improve- 
ment of its judicial machinery. It, however, becomes 





necessary to weigh the relative advantages of different 
systems when their assimilation comes to be attempted, 
We may expect, then, as the natural consequence of the 
present proceedings, not merely ‘the removal of differ- 
ences between the proceedings of the two countries, but 
that this process will be effected by the selection of 
whatever is preferable in cither, as the rule for both. 





CODES. 
[COMMUNICATED. ]* 

It has been so generally conceived that a Code would be 
the remedy for all our legal difficulties that it may ap- 
proach to downright heresy to go so far as to question 
the desirability of a Code. The utter impracticability 
of an English Code seems to us very like a demonstration ; 
but without concerning ourselves with that point, it may 
be well to examine whether there would be any real 
good in it, supposing it an accomplished fact. 

A vicious analogy meets us at the very threshold of 
this inquiry. Your codifier, with a learned reference to 
Tribonian, the Digest and the Institutes, which he ac- 
complished for Justinian, says he will not trouble you 
with that example, but he will refer you to one more 
recent. He allows that our notions of Roman society 
may be a little vague, and that it requires a very learned 
scholar to sympathise with its life; but France of the 
present day is a household word to every tolerably intel- 
ligent Englishman. And then, that position conceded, 
forthwith out comes a pocket volume, and as this is 
brandished in one’s face—* There,” says the man of 
codes, “there is the law of France, so that he who runs 
may read.” Now, this might be very well, were it true ; 
but it is only very partially true. : 

In the first place, the Code Napoleon (the phrase that 
people use in speaking of the five Napoleonic Codes) 
does not pretend to be the whole law of France. There 
are many parts of the law of France not touched by 
that Code, and we may mention the Code Rural, which, 
though begun under Napoleon, was not accomplished by 
him. Then it is quite certain that a clear abstract rule 
may be prescribed by the French Code, yet its application 
to the minute and ever-varying rules of life is by no 
means so easy a thing as some persons conceive. Do 
our readers fondly imagine that a Code would get rid of 
reports, and the case law that is now so bewildering? 
In France, just as much as in England, they have their 
reports; year by year there comes an increase of the 
stock of judicial learning ; and if this be less in quantit 
than we labour under (though we do not know that this 
is so), the reason may very well be found in the narrow- 
ing and ensliving effects of a meddling and bureaucratic 
government. 

Nor does it seem that certainty can be promised from 
an imitation of the example of France. Our intimate 
relations with that country, and the fashion there is for 
wealthy Englishmen to reside there, frequently produce 
cases in our courts in which the law of the celebrated 
Code is required to be known. But the dark stains of 
doubt still attend us even in this pellucid fountain, and 
it is a singular fact that whenever there is a case suffi- 
ciently complicated to create a doubt in the mind of an 
English lawyer—the French jurists almost always find 
a similar difficulty in applying their own law to the 
facts. Ona very recent occasion there was in our courts 
an extraordinary conflict of French legal opinion, in 
which several French avocats were almost evenly divided 
in opinion. The name of this case escapes us at the 
moment, but we may refer to Whicker v. Hume, 20 L. J. 
N.S. Ch. 369; Este v. Smyth, 2 W.R. 148; and Re 
Wright's Trusts, 4 W. XR. 541, in each of which there was 
a ditterence of opinion among the French jurists as to 








* Now that the questicn of codification seems likely to be soon removed 
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753 








code. 
ports since the publication of the Code Napoleon, and 


we venture to predict that scarcely any case involving 
French law will be found in which there was not a 
difference of French opinion. 

It is not our intention, in the preceding remarks, to 
contend that the French code was an unnecessary work. 
On the contrary, it may be admitted as the chief good 
that was accomplished by the French revolution. In 
fact, nothing but a revolution could have accomplished 
it; and because we do not want a revolution, we may be 
pretty certain that we do not want a Code. At the 
time when France began those violent up-heavings which 
even yet agitate her, she had no common law. It has 
been said that there were 400 systems of law for her 
governance—each vying with the others in feudal hard- 
ship, and in unsuitableness to the times. Anything like 
a uniformity was preferable to such a state of anarchy, 
in which confusion and ignorance lent their aid to the 
illegal stretch of sufficiently oppressive laws. But all 
this renders the example of the French Code totally in- 
applicable to England. We rejoice in our common law. 
Itis the rich gift of the wisdom of centuries. It has 
grown with our growth and strengthened with our 
strength. It is the casket in which is enshrined the 
wisdom of a long succession of upright judges. And its 
precepts are as simple as legal precepts can possibly be. 
Indeed, its very simplicity has of necessity frequently 
worked hardship. An elaborate flexibility is inconsistent 
with any very great degree of simplicity, and conse- 
quently the narrow bounds of the original frame of the 
common law have required and received extension b 
modern decisions and statutory enactments. But wit 
all these elements of complication, how often is it that 
there is any difficulty experienced in enunciating the 
abstract rule of English law? A man of ordinary learn- 
ing can easily do that; but the astute lawyer is often 
baffled in arriving at the legal result of a given set of 
living facts. Human life will not move in the groove 
of juvenile questions. Will Codes accomplish that re- 
sult? And if they could, cui bono ? 

The Lord Chancellor, in his recent speech on the 
Statute Law Revision Bill, said, that ‘it is to the form 
of a Code that the law of any advanced nation ought 
ultimately to be reduced.” History would rather seem 
to teach the reverse. It was not till Rome was torn 
asunder, and was fast becoming a prey to barbarians, 
that she was sufficiently “ advanced” to receive a Code ; 
it was not till France had “advanced” to the brink of 
destruction, and was lying drunk with blood under the 
heel of a military dictator, that she was sufficiently en- 
lightened to be thankful for a Code. John Locke wrote 
a Code for one of our then North American colonies, 
but it soon died, and would not work when called on. 
Jeremy Bentham was full of Codes; but where does one 
of them live? 

And, in truth, Lord Westbury gave the best answer to 
his own belief. He said, that whilst law was “in a 
transitory condition it is not fit for the process” of being 
converted into a Code. Exactly. So long as there is 
life in a nation, and so long as men are free to do and 
free to speculate, so long will there be transition, and, 
therefore (on the authority of Lord Westbury), the law 
will not be fit for the process of codification. In other 
words, as long as England is a fit home for Englishmen, 
codification is undesirable and impossible. It is vain to 
think that progress will be stopped when feudalism is 

ead. When we have outgrown feudalism we shall not 
have reconciled the past with the present. Feudalism 


was an inimitably wise policy in its day and generation. 
Its times do not deserve to be called ‘* barbarous.” They 
would have been barbarous if originally unsuitable, but 
they are no more barbarous than the present age, which 
shall by-and-bye be termed “‘ barbarous” by some ultra- 
refined | 

to work out 


ary of the law. A nation which is content 
@ problems of national life will always 





have a “ barbarous” age in its living annals; there will, 
to such a nation, always be difficulties from the inconsis- 
tencies produced by the insensible blending of the times 
gone by with the actual present; in such a nation the 
law will always be transitory, and, consequently, to 
such a nation a Code will always be i i 

The truth of the matter seems to be, that each branch 
of law ought to be kept as free from doubt as ss 
each as nearly as possible perfect in itself. the 
common law is defective, let it be carefully remedied by 
statute ; and when any particular branch of statute law 
has grown into confusion, let there be a consolidation 
of it. 

But over all the particular branches of law there 
must remain an indefinite jurisprudence, which must 
fluctuate with the ebb and flow of public opinion, and 
the very essence of which would be lost if it were 
hardened into a Code. Let us conclude with the elo- 
quent words of M. Portalis in his preface to the Projet 
of the Code Civile of Napoleon :—* It is the duty of 
legislator to watch over jurisprudence; he will derive 
instruction from it; he will himself correct it; but 
jurisprudence there must be. In the infinite diversity 
of subjects which fall under the control of civil law, 
and upon which a judgment in most cases consists less 
in the application of a precise text than in the com- 
bination of several texts, which lead to a decision, 
rather than contain it within themselves, jurisprudence 
is as indispensable as law. It is to jurispradence, then, 
that we must abandon those rare and eé 
cases which cannot enter into the scheme of a rational 
legislation ; the variable unacec dating details, which 
ought never to occupy the attention of the legislator ; 
and all those objects which it would be in vain to at- 
tempt to foresee, and dangerous prematurely to define. 
Experience alone can fill up the void spaces which we 
must leave. Les codes des peuples se font avec le temps ; 
mais 2 proprement parler, on ne les fais pas.” 








MR. J. B. PHEAR ON COSTS IN COMMON LAW 
COURTS.* 

Probably no subject with which a lawyer is profes- 
sionally brought in contact is so unattractive and even 
distasteful to him as that of costs.. Still, its importance 
is perceived almost without an effort of thought. The 
expense of bringing and sustaining an action for the vin- 
dication of a personal right may be so great, or so capri- 
cious in reference to its incidence, as to make recourse to 
the established tribunals too perilous for the ordinary 
citizen, and thus, with the highest intelligence and in- 
tegrity on the Bench, it would happen that the adminis- 
tration of justice between man and man would 
be effected, if at all, by extremely rude i Ot 
course this supposition is extreme and beyond all chance 
of realization, at least in this country; but it serves to 
point out the kind of impediment which an ill-edjusted 
system of imposing costs throws in the way of the efli- 
ciency of otherwise perfect judicial courts. 

Persons unacquainted with the details of legal practice 
naturally enough imagine that there can be no difficulty in 
the matter. A. has a claim against his neighbour B., to 
enforce which he is obliged to seek the aid of a court of 
law. He succeeds in his suit: &s a matter of course, in 
addition to the claim which he has thus established 
against B., he ought to receive from him reimbursement 
of the expenses to which he has been driven for the pur- 
pose of vindicating his right. Or, on the other hand, he 
fails; it is equally plain that he ought in this case to pay 
B. the money which resistance to an unfounded claim has 
entailed upon him. 

This theory is, however, little accordant with the facts 
of practice. Under hardly any circumstances does the 





® A paper by Mr, J. B. Puran, read at a meeting of the Law Amend- 
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award of costs refund to the successful party the whole 
of the money which he has been forced to expend in the 
prosecution of his suit, and not seldom is it that he even 
fails to obtain this award. How far it may be possible 
or expedient to give the suitor compl‘e relief in this 
respect is a grave question not readily to be answered; but 
it may be safely asserted, that the rules affecting costs in 
our common law courts are in a most unsatisfactory state 
of intricacy, and that any principle which may lie at the 
root of them is almost concealed from the explorer amid 
the entanglement due to the combined operation of dis- 
cordant Acts of Parliament. 

A single example will illustrate the condition of our 
law of costs:— 

An action for slander was tried at the Summer Assizes 
of 1861, wherein the jury found a verdict for the plain- 
tiff, damages 1s. It subsequently became a question for 
the decision of the Court of Common Pleas, whether or 
not the plaintiff was, under these circumstances, entitled 
to his full costs. The Court adjudged him only Is., and 
Erle, C.J., gave the reasons for this judgment in the fol- 
lowing words:—“I think that the,3 and 4 Vict. c. 24, 
does not conflict with the statute of James, so as virtually 
to repeal it, but that both statutes may stand together.” 
[His Lordship read the 2nd section of 3 and 4 Vict. c. 
24.) “I give that section its full application. The 
plaintiff in an action of slander has recovered less than 
40s.; he is, therefore, to have no costs unless the judge 
certifies. The judge has certified, and the question is as 
to the effect of his certificate. I am of opinion that the 
effect of it is to take the case out of the previous enacting 
part of the section, and the plaintiff then has the same 
right to costs as he would have had supposing the 3 and 
4 Vict. cap. 24, had never passed. Then, by the Statute 
of Gloucester, he would have been entitled to his full 
costs unless that right was qualified by any subsequent 
right. His right is qualified by the statute of James, 
which says that in an action for slanderous words, where 
the damages are under 40s., the plaintiff shall recover 
only so much costs as damages.”’* 

Thus, after hearing a most learned and solemn argu- 
ment, four of the ablest judges in Westminster Hall felt 
themselves obliged to take the case out of the operation 
of a statute of Queen Victoria, which forbade costs, then 
to remit it to that of a statute of Edward I., which gave 
full costs, and’ finally to put it under a statute of James L., 
which had the effect of giving the fortunate plaintiff one 
shilling costs! Where can be found any satire upon our 
system of legal procedure more severe than that which is 
afforded by this matter-of-fact piece of burlesque? Surely 
the time has come for the well-considered interposition 
of the Legislature; and as all the law on the subject is the 
creature of statute, a very legitimate field for consolida- 
tion and amendment lies open to the reformer. 

It is not difficult to give a tolerably concise, yet com- 
prehensive history of the various enactments which are 
at present in force. 

Previously to the reign of Edward I., costs of suit were 
not, if seems, given totidem verbis to the successful party. 
Lord Cokeft remarks, “by this it may be collected that 
justice was good cheap in ancient times.” However, his 

’s inference is not inevitable, for there is little 
doubtt but that it was then the practice for juries to form 
an estimate of the costs, and to include the sum so arrived 
at in the amount of damages awarded by them; more- 
over, if this estimated sum ultimately proved insufficient 
to cover the actual costs, the Courts used to award in- 
creased costs, Still, wherever, as in real actions, the ver- 
dict of the jury did not take the form of damages, no 
costs could be recovered. 

To put things on a more satisfactory footing, the 6 
Edw. I., c. 1, commonly known as the Statute of Glouces- 
ter, was passed. The 1st section of this Act gave damages 
in certain real actions to which they had not before been 


incident; and the 2nd section provided “that the de- 
mandant may recover against the tenant the costs of his 
writ purchased together with the damages above said; 
and this Act shall hold place in all cases where the party 
is to recover damages.’ The words “costs of suit pur- 
chased,” were construed to mean all legal costs of suit,* 
and with this interpretation, the sentence which follows 
them was held to confer upon the plaintiff in any action 
whatever, provided he recovered damages no matter how 
small, a strict right to his full costs of suit, in addition to 
those damages. 

This statute still constitutes the only foundation on 
which a plaintiff can have his right to costs. It does 
not, however, embrace every case in which a plaintiff 
gains his suit; for it has been determined in a somewhat 
narrow spirit, that where the plaintiff, as in the case of 
a common informer suing for a penalty, has no right of 
action vested in him previously to the action being 
brought, he does not “recover damages” within the 
meaning of the Statute of Gloucester, and therefore is 
not included within its provisions.t 

Notwithstanding that relief was thus early given toa 
successful plaintiff, no measure of it was extended to a 
defendant until the reign of Henry VIII., when it was 
enacted (23 Hen. 8, c. 15), that in certain specified 
actions only, after nonsuit or a lawful verdict against the 
plaintiff, the defendant should have judgment to recover 
his taxed costs against the plaintiff. Much of the re- 
maining inequality between the two parties was removed 
by the 4 Jac. 1, c. 3, which gave costs to the defendant, 
successful by nonsuit or verdict, “in all actions whatso- 
ever, wherein the plaintiff might have costs (if in case 
judgment should be given for him).” There still re- 
mained the disability to recover costs imposed by a pecu- 
liarity of the wording of 23 Hen. 8, c. 15, upon de- 
fendants in actions brought by executors and adminis- 
trators in their representative character. This was taken 
away by the 31st section of 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 42, subject 
to the power of the Court or a judge to otherwise order. 
And finally, the 8 & 9 Will. 8,c. 11,8. 1, enlarged by 3 
& 4 Will. 4, c. 42, 8. 82, placed one of several defendants 
who obtains a verdict, or against whom a nolle prosequi 
is entered, in the same position as if the verdict had been 
in favour of all the defendants alike, reserving power to 
the judge at the trial to relieve the plaintiff from the 
costs of such defendant, by certifying upon the record 
that there was reasonable cause for making him a defen- 
dant in the action. 

So far legislation was confined to dealing with the costs 
of litigating matters of fact. But either party might de- 
feat the other on a point of law; either the plaintiff or 
defendant, conceding his opponent’s facts, might demur to 
the legal results sought to be deduced from them; and if 
he succeeded in maintaining his position on this ground, 
certainly he had as good a right to be reimbursed his costs 
of suit as if he had gained his point by disproving allega- 
tions of fact. This was at last recognised by the Legisla- 
ture, and the 8 & 9 Will. 3, c. 11 (already referred to), de- 
veloped by 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 42, s, 34, gave the costs of a 
demurrer to that party in the action in whose favour it 
was determined. 

Thusat last, by the united force of the several statutes 
which have been quoted, and which range in date from 
the reign of Edward I. to that of William IV. (a period 
of 555 years), is established, with a still imperfect 
generality, the right of the successful litigant to the 
costs which his adversary has oblige? him to incur, 
namely :— 

The right of a plaintiff, whenever he recovers damages 
(excepting he be an informer), and whenever he succeeds 
on demurrer. 

The right of a sole defendant, whether one or several 
persons, whenever he obtains a non-suwit or verdict, in 
those cases where a successful plaintiff would get costa, 
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subject as against an executor or administrator to the 
power of the Court or judge to otherwise order; and when- 
ever he succeeds on demurrer. 

The right of one of several defendants (in case ali do 
not succeed), whenever he obtains a verdict, or a nolle 
prosequi is entered against him, subject to the power of 
the judge who tried the cause, to certify that he was pro- 
perly made a defendant. 

Might not the whole of this series of enactments be 
advantageously swept away, and a more complete and 
satisfactory result attained by one or two sections of a 
consolidating statute? 

So much for the costs of the cause. The costs of the 
issues are regulated by an entirely different set of enact- 
ments. 

It might be imagined, from the terms in which the 
earlier statutes are couched, that the dispute between the 
plaintiff and defendant, as it appeared in the pleadings, 
must necessarily be single headed. And yet this was not 
strictly the case. A plaintiff could always embrace 
several counts in one declaration, although the defendant 
was restricted to one answer to each of them, with the 
additional privilege of being able to divide into parts any 
count which admitted of being so treated, and then to 
plead separately to each part. Thus it frequently hap- 
pened, by the act either of the plaintiff or of the defen- 
dant, or of both, that a plurality of issues between them 
arose for determination in the same action. If all these 
resulted in favour of the same party, the state of things 
was practically the same as if there had been only a 
single issue, and no difficulty on this account presented 
itself in the application of the foregoing statutes relative 
to costs. But it was quite otherwise when some of the 
issues were found for the plaintiff, and the remainder 
for the defendant. In the end, the Courts of Queen’s 
Bench and Common Pleas appear to have decided* that 
if the plaintiff succeeded in any one of the issues thus 
raised, which circumstance gave him a verdict in a dis- 
tinct cause of action, he was entitled to the costs of the 
whole cause, including in the Common Pleas the costs of 
the counts in which the defendant succeeded, without any 
deduction on account of those issues on which he had 
failed, and that the defendant had no right to any costs 
unless he defeated the plaintiff on all the issues. In the 
Exchequer, on the contrary, the practice (for there are no 
reported decisions on the point) showed a more liberal 
spirit of interpretation; and when the judges, under the 
powers given them by the 11 Geo. 4, and 1 Will. 4, c. 70, 
8. 11, made the new rules for securing uniformity of 
practice in the superior courts, they adopted the practice 
of the Court of Exchequer in this respect, declaring that 
“no costs shall be allowed in taxation to a plaintiff upon 
any counts or issues upon which he has not succeeded; 
and the costs of all issues found for the defendant shall 
be deducted from the plaintiff’s costs.’’} 

A nolle prosequi entered upon any count, or any part of 
a declaration, was put on the same footing as a ver- 
dict for the defendant, by 33rd section of 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 
42, 

The disability under which a defendant laboured of not 
being able to plead more than one defence to the same 
cause of action, was for the first time removed by the 4th 
section of 4 Anne, c. 16, which empowered the defendant 
in any action, with the leave of the Court in which it was 
brought, to plead as many several matters thereto as he 
should think necessary for his defence. But in order that 
this multiplication of issues might not be made the means 
of vexing a defeated plaintiff with unnecessary expenses, 
the 5th section of the same Act gave him the costs of such 
of these double issues as he was fortunate enough to win 
at the assessment of the Court, except in the case of a 
verdict on an issue of fact, when the judge who tried it 
certified that the defendant had reasonable cause for 
raising it. What result this construction of the statute 


os Bridges v. Raymond, 2 W. Bi. 800; and Postan y. Stanway, 5 East, 
tit Reg, Gen, H, T. 2, Will, 4r,74. 








‘(arrived at in Richmond v. Johnson, 7 East, 583) produces 
in practice is not always easily ascertainable. Callendar 
v. Howard, 10 C, B. 302, is one of the last reported cases 
upon the point, and there the learned arguments of Mr. 
Gray and Mr, Willes are perfectly appalling by their 
length, by the multitude of cases quoted in them, and the 
ingenuity with which these are applied. Nearly at the 
same time, the Court of Exchequer decided in Howell v. 
Rodbard, 4 Ex. 309, in direct opposition to the judgment 
of the Court of Common Pleas in Callendar v. Fe 

Surely at this stage the Legislature might well have 
interposed to substitute something like method and sim- 
plicity in the place of the mass of statutes which have 
been described. The Legislature did step in, and by the 
81st section of the Common Law Procedure Act, 1852, 
after empowering both the plaintiff and the defendant 
with proper leave to plead double, provided that the 
“costs of any issue either of fact or law shall follow the 
finding or judgment upon such issue, and be adjudged to 
the successful party whatever may be the result of the 
other issue or issues.” A most inadequate enactment, and 
one which has already been held in Cazneau v. Morrice, 
2 Jur. N. S. 139, to apply only to the issues raised in 
double pleading; in fact, it only explains, and does not 
even repeal, the statute of Anne. We have, therefore, one 
more Act of Parliament added to our list of those which 
regulate costs, with very little corresponding benefit. 

(To be continued.) 


- 





EQUITY. 


INFANT—MAINTENANCE.— Where an infant was en- 
titled to maintenance out of two distinct funds, which 
were settled upon her about the same time by the same 

rson, the one by will and the other by settlement,— 
Held, that the income under the will was primarily 
chargeable with the maintenance, that being most for 
the infant's benefit, and that the cireumstance that the 
settlement contained a direction for the application of 
the whole income for maintenance, without any provi- 
sion for the accumulation of surplus income, was not a 
sufficient indication of a contrary intention on the part 
of the settlor—Lucas v. King, M.R., 11 W, RB. 818. 


COVENANT TO SETTLE AFTER-ACQUIRED PROPERTY— 
SEPARATE ESTATE.—By a marriage settlement the hus- 
band and wife covenanted to settle all property, real or 
personal, which should at any time come to the wife, 
‘tand not being already settled for her separate use.” 
Held, that legacies bequeathed to the wife absolutely 
for her separate use were not within the covenant.— 
Coventry v. Coventry, M.R., 11 W. BR. 868. 


WILL—CONSTRUCTION—IMPLIED CROSS-LIMITATIONS. 
—Personal estate was bequeathed to trustees upon trust 
for four nieces of the testator, for life, with a power of 
appointment by each niece to her children, and ore to 
the children in default of appointment. The will con- 
tained no cross-remainders between the different 
but on the death of a/ the nieces without leaving chil- 
dren there was a gift over. One niece haying died 
childless, the Court held that eross-limitations must be 
implied, applicable to the declared limitations of the will,. 
The share of the deceased niece was divided into thirds, 
following the three remaining stirpes ing to the 
limitations of the will—Re Clark, V.C.W., 11 W. B- 
871. 


PoWER OF APPOINTMENT—FRAUD.—The donees of a 
power having made an appointment in favour of two of 
the objects of = tg Sa oe A pps hn 
appointees would resettle the y upon persons 
ohvects of the power, although children or issue of pro- 
per objects—Held, that the Shaws was 
and void.— Pryor v. Pryor, V.0.W., 11 W, BR. 873. 
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Dractice. 

INFANTS’ SETTLEMENT ACT—REFERENCE TO CHAM- 
BERS.—Where a female infant's fortune is very consider- 
able, on a petition under the Infants’ Settlement Act, 
18 & 19 Vict. c. 43, the Court will refer the whole matter 
to chambers.—Re Olive, V.C.K., 11 W. R. 819. 

Costs OF APPEARANCE.—A fund being carried to the 
separate contingent account of an infant, and the costs 
of the defendant being paid, and such defendant having 
no interest in the fund in court, a petition is presented 
on the infant’s attaining twenty-one, for payment out ; 
and an affidavit being made to prove the payment of 
such costs, and a short affidavit in answer, the defendant 
appears by counsel, ee notice not to ap- 
pear.—Held, that she is entitled to her costs.—Rudge v. 
Weedon, V.C.K., 11 W. R. 819. 

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS.—The Court always 
affords to a party regularly before it every facility for 
obtaining such discovery as may enable him to substan- 
tiate his claim. A duplicate copy of a book relating to 
trust affairs was permitted by new trustees to remain 
with the representative of a deceased trustee, as his re- 
ceipt for deeds, &c., delivered by him. On their appli- 
cation some years afterwards,—Held, that they were en- 
titled to the possession of the book.— Bowen v. Pearson, 
V.C.S., 11 W. BR. 819. 

ENTERING APPEARANCE FOR DEFENDANT—CONS, ORD. 
X., R. 4.—The words “duly served” in the 4th rule of 
the 10th Cons. Order apply to cases where leave to sub- 
stitute service has been obtained, and such substituted 
service has been duly effected ; and where the defendant 
has failed to appear within the time fixed by that rule, 
an appearance may be entered for him by the plaintiff. 
— Wilcoxon v. Wilkins, M.R., 11 W. R. 868. 

PAYMENT OUT OF COURT.—Two tenants in tail in 
gavelkind, having become entitled to a sum of £964, 
petition for payment out to them without executing a 
disentailing deed. Application refused on the ground 
that the Court will only dispense with such a deed 
where the sum is under £200.—Re Tylden’s Trust, 
V.C.K., 11 W. R. 868. 

SUSPENSION OF PART OF A DECREE PENDING AN AP- 
PEAL.—Under a decree (no further consideration being 
reserved) certain deceased parties are held to have been 
entitled to part of the fund in court, and immediate 
payment is directed to their legal personal representa- 
tives. The decree is appealed against, but before the 
order directing payment is drawn up, or administration 
taken out to the deceased parties, or petition of appeal 
lodged, a motion is made to suspend the execution of 
the order, as to those parties pending the appeal.—Held, 
that on the intended appellants undertaking, bond fide, 
to present their petition of appeal within a week after 
the passing and entering of the order now sought to be 
stayed, the proceedings might be stayed for one week, 
and, on the presentation of the petition of appeal, pend- 
ing the appeal. The costs of this motion to be paid by 
the parties making it.—Portarlington v. Damer, V.C.K., 
11 W. R. 869. 





COMMON LAW. 


Ramway Company—Unreasonase Decay 1x Carry- 
ina Goons. 
Hales vy. The London and North Western Railway Com- 
pany, Q. B., 11 W. R. 856. 

Hadley v. Baxendale, 9 Exch. 341, 3 W. R. 202; 26 
L. J. Ex. 22, settled the law as to the liability of car- 
riers for unreasonabledelay. ‘Their liability for damages 
is greater than that of a mere bailee, which is for safe 
custody only. It is assumed that he knows that the 
goods are sent for some pu , and thus he may be 
responsible for damages resulting from their loss beyond 
their actual value, and so he may be responsible also for 
loss arising from unreasonable delay. Hadley y. Baxen- 





dale laid down the rule that the measure of damages 
in an action for breach of contract by a carrier through 
delay, is such as may reasonably be considered as arising 
naturally—i.e., according to the usual course of things— 
from such breach of contract itself; and, therefore, in 
that case, where a common carrier delayed the convey- 
ance of a broken shaft for six days longer than was 
necessary, which stopped the working of the plaintiff's 
will, it was held that damages by the loss of profits of 
the mill were too remote. So ina more recent case, 
Henley v. The North Eastern Company, 9 W. R. 519, 
where a commercial traveller, who had left a case con- 
mining his trade patterns inthe Left Luggage room of a 
railway station, claimed as damages (upon the case being 
stolen) his salary and expenses for fifteen days during 
which he was kept waiting for fresh patterns, it was held 
that the loss was too remote, and that the measure of 
damages would not exceed the value of the case. 

The above-named case of Hales v. The London and 
North Western Railway Company was an action to 
recover damages for the non-delivery within a reason- 
able time of goods delivered by the plaintiff to the de- 
fendants, to be carried by them from London to Seaham. 
The goods were intended for a Forester’s féte, of which, 
however, the defendants had no notice. The ordinary 
practice of the defendants was to send goods to Seaham 
vid Newcastle, from whence there is a carrier to Sea- 
ham twice a week only. ‘The result was, that the goods 
were too late for the féte. Under these circumstances, 
the Court laid down the rule that where no time is fixed 
by the contract between the parties, the obligation of a 
carrier is to carry goods delivered to him within a rea- 
sonable time, and if there is an unreasonable delay he 
cannot relieve himself from liability by showing that 
the goods were carried according to his ordinary prac- 
tice, and by his accustomed route. It was conceded, 
however, that as the company had not notice of the 
purpose for which the goods were required, no special 
damage could be claimed. J 


SUMMER ASSIZES. 
Home Circuit, 
CROYDON. 
Aug. 3.—The commission was opened in this town to-day. 
There were 164 causes entered for trial, forty-two of which 
were marked for special juries. 


Mipianp Crecoir. 
WARWICK. 

Aug. 3.—The commission was opened in this city to-day by 
Mr. Justice Williams. 

NorFo.k Circuit. 
IPSWICH. 

Aug. 3.—The commission was opened in this town to-day 
by the Lord Chief Baron. There were only six causes entered 
for trial, two of which were marked for special juries. 

NorTuHERN CIRCUIT. 
APPLEBY. 

Aug. 3.—The commission was opened in this town to-day 

by Mr. Justice Mellor. No causes were entered for trial, 


CARLISLE. 

July 30.—The commission was opened in this city to-day 
by Mr. Justice Blackburn and Mr. Justice Mellor. There 
were six causes entered for trial, two of which were marked 
for special juries. 

Norra Wares Circulr. 
CHESTER. 


Aug. 1.—The commisgion was opened in this city to-day . 


There were only four causes entered for trial, one of which 
was marked for a special jury. 


Oxrorp Ciecuir. 
HEREFORD. 
Aug. 4.—The commission was opened in this city to-day by 
_ Justice Byles, There were only two causes entered for 
trial. 
Western Cr1rcuit. 
BODMIN. 
Ang. 1.—The commission was opened in this town to-day 
by Mr. Justice Willes, ‘There were only four causes entered 
for trial, two of which were marked for special juries, 
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_ BANKRUPTCY LAW. | 


COUNTY COURT, HUDDERSFIELD. 
(Before J. STANSFELD, Esq.) 

July 30.—Re Joseph Fisher —This was the meeting for the 
bankrupt’s last examination and discharge. Mr. Shaw, in- 
structed by Mr. Mason, appeared for the bankrupt; Mr. 

Learoyd opposed for the bankrupt’s only creditor. 

In the month of March, 1861, an action was commenced 
against the bankrupt for breach of promise of marriage, The 
action was tried, and a verdict was taken for the plaintiff (by 
consent), with £25 damages. On the 23rd of May last a fl. fa. 
was issued, upon which the bankrupt was arrested, and since 
which time he had remained in custody at the opposing credi- 
tor’s suit. Soon after his arrest the bankrupt filed a petition 
in the Bankruptcy Court, and in his statement represented the 
plaintiff in the action to be his only creditor. The bankrupt 
was now brought up in custody to apply for his discharge and 
for his release from custody. 

Mr. Learoyd objected that the judge had no power to grant the 
application. The 112th section of the Act of 1849 expressly provides 
that a debtor who is in custody in respect of damages recovered 
in an action for breach of promise of marriage shall not be dis- 
charged, and that section is not repealed by the Act of 1861. 

Mr. Shaw did not at present apply for the brankrupt’s re- 
lease from custody, but merely for the granting of the order of 
discharge. 

The bankrupt was then examined, and it was urged on be- 
half of the opposing creditor that this was not a case in which 
the order should be granted. The bankrupt had no other 
creditor than the plaintiff in the action. He had made no pro- 
posal for payment. He had not waited for the registrar to 
make him bankrupt in formd- pauperis, but had filed his own 
petition, and had gone to considerable cost. This was merely 
an attempt to get rid of this one debt, and not such a case as 
the bankrupt laws were everintended to meet. 

His Honour was of opinion that as the bankrupt was in 
custody, it was his duty to make some order. It was never the 
intention of the Legislature that a man should be kept in 
prison all his life because he was arrested in an action for 
breach of promise of marriage. Had the bankrupt been at 
large he should have dismissed his petition, but as it was he 
would grant the order of discharge. 

An order was then presented to the judge for signature for 
the bankrupt’s release from custody. It was, however, objected 
that his Honour had no power to make the order. All that he 
could do was to grant the order of discharge, and it must then 
take its legal effect, whatever that might be; but it was clear 
the judge could not grant the order, for, although the Act gave 
him power to grant the bankrupt’s order of discharge, it ex- 
pressly says (section 112 of the Act of 1849) that such a 
bankrupt should not be released from custody. The order 
which was presented to the Court was prepared to meet the 
circumstances of section 112; but it was only intended to be 
used where the bankrupt was in custody for an ordinary debt, 
and not, as in this case, where he was in custody for breach of 
promise of marriage, This Court had not the power to make 
the order; the application must be made to the Court out of 
which the process issues; and that application could not be 
made for thirty days, because the order of discharge would not 
take effect until after that period. On behalf of the bankrupt, 
it was contended that the granting of the order would only be 
giving that effect to the order of discharge which it was in- 
tended to have. If the bankrupt was not to be discharged from 
custody, his order of discharge would be of no service to him. 
All the proceedings were before this Court, the bankrupt was 
in this Court, and his Honour had power to discharge him, 

His Honour was of opinion that he had no power to dis- 
charge the bankrupt from custody. All that he could do was 
to grant the order of discharge, and that order of discharge 
must then take its legal effoct. If he were to sign the order 
which was presented to him he would be acting in direct oppo- 
sition to the words of section 112, because that section expressly 
enacts that such a debtor as this should not be released from 
custody. The effect of his signing the order for release might 
also be most prejudicial to the creditor. Suppose he were to 
discharge him, and his decision were appealed against and re- 
versed, the bankrupt would be at large, and the creditor would 
have no remedy. ‘The only course which the bankrupt could 
take was to apply to a judge of the Court out of which the writ 
issued for his release from custody, as soon as the order of dis- 
charge took effect. 

The bankrupt was then removed in the custody of the 
8overnor of the gaol. 
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GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Lrasitity OF Horse BREAXER FOR ACCIDENTS: 

If “ Student” (ante p. 741) reads Coggs v. Bernard, 1 Smith's 
L. C. p. 147, 4 ed., and especially Lord Holt’s remarks (p. 159), — 
and the notes of the editors (p. 172), I think he will be satisfied 
that the horse breaker is not liable for the value of the mare, 
provided he was not guilty of negligence, but used all ordinary 
care. See also Best v. Yate, Went. 268; Garside v. Trent, 
Nav. Co. 4 T. R..581; Hyde v. Trent, 5 T. R. 389; In re 
Webb, 8 Taunt. 443; Vere v. Smith, 1 Vent. 121; Mackenzie 
v. Coz, 9 Car. & P. 632, PB ye 








Your correspondent, “ Student,” may find his case solved by 
analogy, I think, by consulting Lib. Plac. 25. Pr yg is 
necessary. Cc. W. W. 

Newport, August 4. 





AGREEMENT STAMPS. 


Although “ Perplexus,” in his letter which appeared in your 
impression ot the 6th of June last, has not clearly stated 
whether the agreement he refers to is a lease or not, the 
omission is not material, for by the 23 Vict. ¢, 15, an agree- 
ment for a lease for a term not exceeding seven years requires 
precisely the same stamp asa lease does. The stamp duty 
for a lease; where the rent exceeds £50 and does not exceed 
£75, is 7s. 6d. under 13 & 14 Vict. c. 97, by which stamp 
duty on leases is ‘at present regulated. Subsequently, the 
agreement fora lease for three years at a yearly rent of £70, 
referred to by “Perplexus,” could not be produced in evidence if 
it is not stamped. If there is a fine expressed to be paid in - 
the lease (for the fact of its being actually paid is unimpor- 
tant as respects the question of stamp duty, although it will 
subject the defaulter to a penalty) then the ad valorem duties 
payable for a lease in consideration of a fine are to be added 
to the stamp for the rent. J. 





TENANT’s CLAM FOR COMPENSATION FOR IMPROVEMENTS. © 

A tenant farmer, a few years ago, made several substantial | 
erections and improvements on a farm now belonging to a noble- 
man; some of the buildings were erected by the predecessors of 
the present owner, and part has been done lately. ‘The tenant 
had notice to quit the farm from the present nobleman, and he 
accordingly left it. ‘The tenant then sends in a claim for com- 
pensation for improvements, &c. 

Is the nobleman liable to pay for that part of the claim for 
improvements done during the lifetime of his predecessors, as 
well as for what has been done in his own time? If some of your 
correspondents will kindly answer the above query, and refer 
me to an authority on the point, I shall feel obliged. 

A SrupeEnt. 





Sratus OF ManaGine CLERKS. 


It is a matter of surprise to me that three years have nearly 
elapsed since the passing of the late Attorneys’ Act, without the 
managing clerks in the profession having taken any active mea- 
sures to obtain an alteration in the rules relating to the Pre- 
liminary Examination. The alteration which I would humbly 
submit might be made with perfect justice and good sense is 
this:—By sect. 4 of the Inte Act it is provided that any person 
who has been for ten years a bond fide clerk to an attorney 
may be admitted ‘after serving under articles three years; but I 
understand these have also to pass a preliminary examination 
in subjects that they must have well-nigh forgotten. It does, 
seem to me highly ridiculous, to say the least of it, to 
compel a gentleman who has been managing a practice for ten 
years to pass through such a humiliating ordeal; and I think 
that if the managing clerks were to endeavour to obtain an 
alteration which would exempt the persons mentioned in the 
section I have referred to from the Preliminary Examination, 
they would succeed. J. B. 

Lincoln’s-inn, 5th August. 








FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


FRANCE. 

The statue of Alphonse Paillet was lately inangarated af - 
Soissons. “The Council of the Order of Avocats at Paris” 
have during the last six years been attempting to obtain the 
permission of the Government to erect a monument, in honour 
of this illustrious member of their profession, in his native town; 
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but in consequence of his defence in1852 of the Orleans family, 
the Administration are said not ta have favoured the project. 
But at length the bar of Paris were allowed to honour M. 
Paillet as they desired. The Prefect of the Aisne empowered 
the Mayor to preside at an inauguration banquet, given at the 
expense of the Paris bar, but warned him that “ he would be held 
responsible for every political allusion that might be made at it.” 
Thereupon the Mayor, who had not hitherto made any display 
of mauvaise volonte, lost no time in writing to M. Dufaure, the 
batonnier of the Paris bar, for the purpose of asking the latter 
to submit to him his speech. Notwithstanding, a strong allu- 
sion was made in it to Paillet’s defence of the Orleans family, 
which must have greatly disconcerted the officials who listened 
to itin 1852. There was also some difficulty found in obtaining 
standing-room for the statue. It could not be placed in the 
Palais de Justice, and the Hétel de Ville could not receive 
monumental bronzes in honour of deceased avocats. At length 
a place was found for it in the court of the last named building. 
The Mayor, however, agreed to receive the deputation ot avo- 
cats from Paris, as well as those whom they had invited. The 
banquet took place in the salon of the Mairie, where they 
assembled before two o'clock, at which hour they proceeded to 
the court of the Hotel de Ville, where the “veil” was lifted 
from off the statue. There were present MM. Dufaure, Desma- 
rest, Lachaud, Grévy, Allon, Emmanuel, Arago, Victor Lefranc, 
Chaix d’Est Ange, fils, Bertin (the principal editor of the Droit), 
and Gallien of the Gazette des Tribunaur. The banquet 
was held at the antediluvian hour of four in the afternoon, at 
the Hotel de Ville. About sixty persons were invited to it. 
M, Dufaure made a speech which was warmly applauded, as 
7 ny a a townsman of M. Paillet, who is a member of the 
aris bar. 








REVIEW. 


The Law Magazine and Law Review, for August, 1863. 

The law of libel, as applied to public discussion, forms the 
subject of an elaborate and able article in the last number of 
this periodical. The text is supplied by the reports of the 
well-known cases of Turnbull v. Bird, Paris v. Levy (Daily 
Telegraph), and Campbell v. Spottiswoode (Saturday Review), 
all contained in the second volume of Messrs. Foster & Fin- 
laison’s Reports; and some use is also made of the cases of 
Seymour v. Butterworth, and of the Earl of Cardigan v. 
Colonel Calthorpe. The writer proceeds generally upon the 
theory that the true nature of privilege, in the legal sense in 
which it is used in the law of libel, is an immunity in the 
honest exercise of a right, in the free exercise of which the 
public have an interest; and that as the exercise of this right 
ought not to be placed absolutely in the power of any class, it is 
enough that the jury should have absolute power to say what 
is not a libel, without having absolute power to say what is a 
libel, which involves 2 judgment upon the question whether 
the writer had or had not a lawful excuse. The object of the 
writer is to protest against any rule which would restrict the 
right of free discussion within the limits of what the jury 
might deem absolutely “ fair.” 


“Tt is for the judge, in the first instance, to decide, as mat- 
ter of law, upon the evidence, whether there has been any oc- 
casion for comment on, or discussion of, the particular matter 
out of which the imputation in question might fairly and natu- 
rally arise. And then it is for the jury to say whether, assum- 
ing that there was such an occasion, the imputations went 
no further than might fairly and naturally arise, or are so un- 
fair and so excessive in violence or virulence as to be obvious 
evidence of malice. In the one case the imputations are ex- 
cused, in the other they are not. 

“ Thus, on a report of a trial for murder, even although the 
aceused has been acquitted, the judge ruled, as matter of law, 
that there was a lawful occasion for discussing the question of 
the effect of the evidence as to the legal guilt or innocence of 
the party on that charge, so far as it was discussed by way of 
reasoning and argument, and not by way of abuse, and then it 
was for the jury to say whether there had been such abuse or 
excess, in which case there was no excuse. So as to comment 
on matters published by the party complaining of libel. 

“So as to the right of criticism or comment where the libel 
mputed to the plaintiff that he published books of an immora 
and improper character, and evidence was admitted with a 
view to show (i. ¢, to show the judge) that the supposed 
libel was a fair strictare upon the common run of the 
tiffs publications, and that therefore they were fair 





of comment, and the occasion excused any censures upon 
them.” . 

Incidentally, the writer discusses the element of previous 
publicity of facts which are afterwards made the subject of 
public criticism and comment :— 

“There must be some publication, or some public material 
or subject-matter for discussion, to afford some ground or 
colour for the particular imputation made in such discussion. 
Thus, unless there is any public manifestation or exposition 
of motives, or reasons, or intentions, there is nothing to com- 
ment upon as regards either motive, or reason, or intention. 
And so in Parmeter v. Coupland, 6 M. & W. 105, where the 
libels imputed to a magistrate partial and corrupt conduct as 
such, without, so far as appears, the least pretence for the im- 
putation, the Court of course said, speaking of such a case, 
that ‘ though every subject has a right to comment on the acts 
of public men, any imputation of wicked or corrupt motives is 
libellous,’ Of course it is, and must be in such a case. It is 
an outrage upon language to call such an imputation ‘com- 
ment.’ There is nothing to comment upon but the act itself, 
which, per se, implies that it is honest and upright. The 
Court never dreamt of such a monstrous proposition as that if 
a public man chose to put forth an exposition of his motives, a 
public writer might not comment thereon, and then honestly, 
but erroneously, draw inferences which conveyed imputation, 
No case relating to comment upon the plaintiff’s publications 
was cited in this case, clearly showing that Court and counsel 
thought they had nothing to do with it. And as there is a 
right of free comment upon, or free discussion of, any published 
matter or any public work, so there is a right of free comment 
upon, and free discussion of, the acts and conduct of. public 
men—that is, in so far as they present fair subject for com- 
ment or discussion; which, be it observed, is only as to the 
acts or conduct so far as they are public, and does not include 
grounds, or reasons, or events, or motives, except so far as 
they also are made public, and are already matter of public 
exposition :— 

“ ¢There is a difference between publications relating to 
public and private individuals. That criticism may reason- 
ably be applied to a public man in a public capacity, which 
might not be applied to a private individual. Every subject 
has a right to comment on those acts of public men which con- 
cern him as a subject of the realm, if he do not make his com- 
mentaries a cloak for malice and slander, but any imputation 
of wicked or corrupt motives is unquestionably libellous. - 
(Parmeter v. Coupland, 6 M. & W. 109.) That is, such 
imputations, merely on the acts themselves, are not ex- 
cusable, as they are not, and cannot possibly be, made 
by way of comment or discussion thereon, the motives not 
being matter of a public nature, and so not fair or fit sub- 
jects of comment at all—of any comment, fair or unfair; so that, 
of course, any imputation defamatory is not excused, and so 
cannot be protected.” 


The contention of the writer is, that if any comments upon 
facts already published be honest and Side, taking into 
account the writer's means of knowledge, and the point of 
view from which he would naturally regard them, the com- 
ments would not be libellous, although they were not in reality 
just or founded in fact; and there is some colour of autho- 
rity for this proposition. ‘There are numerous dicta of learned 
judges which go to lay down malice or no malice as being the 
only real test in these cases. The article, however, insists 
upon the immunity and privilege of public writers to an extent 
beyond what is warranted by the authorities, when he says 
that the public writer has an absolute immunity so long as his 
intention is honest, Even if this proposition might be laid 
down as true in the abstract, still the question of his honesty 
is to be decided upon a comparison of his commentary with the 
facts upon which it professes to have been founded; and the 
question would be, not so much whether ho might naturally, 
from his own point of view, but whether he ought in fairness, 
have made such and such comments. We can, however, 
commend the article in question as a very able and vigorous 
statement of the opposite view. 

This number also contains, amongst other useful articles, 
one on our criminal procedure, and on the various projects 
which have been put forward for the appointment of public 
prosecutors. We extract the folowing:— 


“All that is really required isa proper Crown attorney for 
every sessional division, and a similar offixer for every large 
borough, The only practical difficulty is to add this new fano 
tionary to our present machinery without disarranging it; and 
even this difficulty is far less real than it seems. In every petty 
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sessional division of a county, and in every borough, there is 
already an attorney, who acts as clerk to the magistrates, and 
who is usually a man of character and skill. His present 
duties have been already described; and we have pointed out 
that he is often almost involuntarily obliged to act as a quasi 
tor. We can see no reason why he or his deputy 

should not officially conduct or superintend the prosecutions 
from his court. His position in itself answers most of the 
conditions required for an efficient public prosecutor. His 
nce is necessary at the hearing of all charges preferred 

fn the court to which he is attached. He takes down the 
depositions, which actually embody the evidence, or, at all 
events, the main part of the evidence, in every prosecution or 
indictment. He is, as a rule, versed in the principles and 
acquainted with the practice of criminallaw. He is necessarily 
familiar with the mechanical and technical part of its proce- 
dure. In his hands, the labour would be far less than when 
the case is passed after commitment to an attorney, who has 
to master its details from the written statement which the 
clerk has himself elicited and arranged. He is well known 
to, and exercises natural authority over, the staff of subordi- 
nate officers, who collect the facts, He is in a position which 
enables him to gain a large personal knowledge of local 
offenders and their antecedents. All these are conditions and 
qualifications which it would be impossible to find elsewhere, 
and they are countervailed by few disadvantages. One, and 
ony one, we find raised in the whole body of evidence taken 

ore the Select Committee. It is, that if paid by fees, a 
great inducement would be afforded to frivolous or needless 
commitments. We do not think that if the mode of payment 
remained on its present footing, there would be any more need- 
less prosecutions than there now are; at all events, every ground 
for suspicion could be effectually got rid of by a commutation 
of the fees for a fair additional salary.* 

“Tt may be urged that there is a certain inconsistency and 
antagonism between the dual functions of a clerk and pro- 
secutor. Certainly, if these functions were co-existent, they 
would be antagonistic. But they never could be co-existent. 
The clerk would be simply a clerk until committal. As soon, 
however, a8 the commitment is made out, he would be functus 
officio as a clerk, and would be at once clothed with all the 
duties and responsibilities of a prosecutor. The clerk will do 
all that he has hitherto done, He will sift the evidence, take 

the depositions, often cross-examine a witness. Should 
any question of law arise, he will possibly be ‘conferred with 
by the justices, If he be a man of judgment and good sense, 
they may, perhaps, ask his opinion as to the advisability of 
committing. But the question of a commitment or discharge 
finally rests with the justices; and the expression by the 
clerk of an opinion, when it is asked by the justices, does not 
cast any direct responsibility upon him, As soon, however, as 
the committal has been made, the responsibility is shifted on 
to his shoulders, ‘The conduct of the case is in his hands. 
Defects in the evidence must be rectified by him, doubts must 
be removed, or difficulties disposed of. Should circumstances 
arise which persuade him that the accused is innocent, or that 
8 conviction cannot be obtained, or that the prosecution has 
been instituted from corrupt motives, or that public policy 
would bejbest served by not pressing it,—in any of such cases 
it would clearly be his duty, and should be in his power, to 
lay the facts before the justices for their reconsideration. He 
‘would thus be able to shift all responsibility from himself on 
to the Bench, Their decision exonerates him. It is not rea- 
sonable certainly to oblige unpaid judges to take this responsi- 
bility in cases of doubt as to matter of fact, or difficulty as to 
matter of law. But the appointment of standing criminal 
eounsel would allow of their obtaining an authoritative opinion 
for their guidance in such emergencies.”+ 

The writer goes into elaborate calculations to show that the 
adoption of this plan would be attended with economy, 
although it would not be without practical difficulties in the 
county sessional and smaller town districts. 





* In their letter to the Commissioners on Criminal Law, the Committee 
of Justices’ Clerks suggested a daily allowance of £5 5s. to each clerk 


~ during his attendance at sessions or assizes. We see grayer objections 


against this expedient than against fees, and think that the difficulty 
can only be met by a permanent salary, commuted upon the principle 
explained further on. 

t The Committee of the Justices’ Clerks’ Society do not even allude to 
this oy ery on the contrary, they express a ‘‘ sincere and deliberate 


opinion clerks to the petty sessions of the division would be the 
best persons to perform this duty.” 


a ee 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


MEETINGS. 
Brperorp Extension Rattway. 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 5th 
inst., a dividend at the rate of 3 per cent. per annum was de- 
clared for the past half-year. 


BucKINGHAMSHIRE RaILwar. 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 4th 


inst., a dividend at the rate of £4 per cent. per annum was de- 
clared for the past half-year. 


CooKERMOUTH, AND WoRKINGTON RaILwar. 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
3lst ult., a dividend of 10s. per share was declared for the past - 
half year. 


Great NortHERN AND WESTERN oF IrBLAND RAwwarY. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
4th inst., the following dividends were declared for the 
half-year:—At the rate of £3 11s. 6d. per cent on the £113,350 
ordinary stock held by the Midland Great Western of Ireland; 
at the rate of 5 per cent, on the preference stock; and at the 
rate of 3 per cent. on the ordinary stock of the company. 

Lonpon AND County Bang. 

At the half-yearly meeting of the proprietors of this bank, 
held onthe 6th inst., it appeared that for the half-year the 
30th of June last the net profit was £63,838 19s.9d., which 
to £1,483 2s. 3d. brought forward from the last account, made 
a total of £65,322 2s.; out of this a dividend of 6 per cent. 
was declared, absorbing £35,978 8s. 4d.; £15,000 was added 
to the reserve fund, and a balance of £14,343 3s. 8d, was 
carried forward to profit and loss new account. 


LONDONDERRY AND ENNISKILLEN RaILwayY. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 4th 
inst., the following dividends were declared for the past half- 
year :—At the rate of 5 per cent. per annum on the £3,062 
stock B, 6 per cent. per annum on the £31,850 stock A, and 
at the rate of 5 per cent., together with 1 per cent. on account 
of arrears, making 6 per cent. per annum, on £247,737 stock 
B, after the payment of which there would remain a balance 
of £214 to be carried to the next account. 

Mrv-Kent Rariwar, 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
Srd inst., a dividend of 2 per cent, was declared for the past 
half-year. 

Norta Devon Rainwar. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 5th 
inst., the following dividends were declared for the past half- 
year:—At the rate of £1 16s. per cent. per annum on 
£245,415 eonsolidated stock; at the rate of 18s. per cent. per 
annam on the £25,152 A stock; and at the rate of £3 12s, per 
cent. per annum on the £25,152 B stock. 


Victoria Statron AND Pimttco RamwarY. 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held oa the 


Srd inst., a dividend at the rate of £3 per cent. was 
for the past half-year, 


West Durnam Ramway. 
At the annual meeting of this company, held on the 4th 
inst., a dividend at the rate of £7 per cent. per annum was de- 
clared for the past halt- year. 


PROJECTED COMPANIES. 
Tue Brenton Cius aNnp Norrotkx Hore, Companr 
(Lunrgp). 

Capital £40,000, in 4,000 shares of £10 each, 

Solicitors—Messrs, Kimber & Ellis, 1, Lancastersplace, 
Strand; Mr, W. A. Stuckey, Brighton. 

This company has been formed for the purpose of purchasing 
the freehold property at Brighton known as the “ Norfolk 
Hotel.” 


Great Cuanpos Copper ayp Tin Moine Compare 
(Lunrsp). 
Capital £30,000, in 10,000 shares of £3 each. 
wer St. Pierre Butler Hook, 9, Lincoln's-inn- 


This company has been formed for working the Great 
Chapice mine in the pest of ‘rogue. te: Ue-emnap: 
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METROPOLITAN Lavatory Company (LiMiTED). 
Capital £60,000, in 12,000 shares of £5 each. 
Solicitor—Mr. John Grout, 1, Scott’s-yard, Bush-lane, E.C. 
The object of this company is to establish lavatories and 
waiting-rooms in the most populous parts of the metropolis, 
upon the principle adopted in Paris and the chief towns on the 
Continent. 

A supplementary return regarding the formation of limited 
joint-stock companies gives a list of all that have been regis- 
tered since the 15th of June last up to the 9th ult. Although 
the period embraces little more than three weeks, the number 
of English companies specified is fifty-eight, with a nominal 
capital of £14,328,200; of Irish, two, with a nominal capital of 
£14,000; and of Scotch, three, with a nominal capital of £3,600. 
The average nominal capital of the English companies is 
£247,000, the highest being that of the “Credit Metropolitan” 
for £3,000,000, since believed to have been abandoned, while 
the lowest is that of a concern which figures for £1,000, with 
the important title of the United Bank of England, France 
and America. 


UNIVERSITY INTELLIGENCE. 


CAMBRIDGE. 

Tbe Law Lecturer of Trinity Hall gives notice that his 
special course of lectures for the selected candidates for the 
Indian Civil Service will commence on the 20th of October 
next, The subjects for the Michaelmas Term will be ** Jus- 
tinian’s Institutes,” (Sandars’s edition), “ M‘Naghten’s Elements 
of Hindoo and Mahomedan Law ” (Wilson’s edition), “ Miil’s 
History of India.’’ The fee for attendance for those who are 
not members of the College is £6 per term. Selected 
candidates who intend to join the class should apply for 
directions as to their reading tothe Law Lecturer, Trinity 

















COURT PAPERS. 


Chancery Vacation Notice. 

During the vacation all applications to the Court of Chan- 
cery which are of an urgent nature are to be made at the 
chambers of the Master of the Rolls. 

All applications ex parte are to be sent to the Master of the 
Rolls, by post, accompanied with the brief of counsel, endorsed 
with the terms of the order applied for, and such other papers 
as may be thought necessary; all such papers to be sent by 
book post. ~ 

On applications for injunctions or writs of Ne ereat regno 
there must be sent, in addition to the above, a copy of the bill, 
a certificate of bill filed, and office copies of the affidavits in 
support of the application. 

The papers sent to the Master of the Rolls will, when any 
order is made thereon, be returned direct to the registrar, ac- 
companied with such order as the Master of the Rolls may 
have thought fit to make thereon. 

When the Master of the Rolls declines to make any order 
thereon, the papers will be returned to the solicitor who sent 
the papers according to the address given by him. 

The Master of the Rolls’ address, when he leaves London, 
can be obtained on application at his chambers, Rolls'-yard, 
Chancery- lane. 

The chambers of the Master of the Rolls will be open on 
Tuesday, Wednesday,*Thursday, and Friday in every week 
from eleven to one o'clock. 








PARLIAMENTARY CHANGES.—A vacancy has occurred in 
the representation of Pontefract, by the elevation of Mr. 
Monckton Milnes to the peerage, by the title of Baron 
Houghton. A vacancy has also occured in the Montgomery 
district of boroughs by the death of Captain Johnson. 


The finance accounts for the past year, which have just been 
issued, give, as usual, a rather serious list of pensions charged 
upon the consolidated fund, and, therefore, not otherwise stated 
than in these accounts. Among the larger entries are five ex- 
Chancellors of England receiving £5,000 a year each, two ex- 
Chancellors of Ireland with £3,692, four retired English judges 
with £3,500, two Irish with £2,400, and five County Court 
judges dividing £4,600 between them. But these are pensions 
earned by personal service; perhaps not so much can be said 
of some others. The Earl of Ellenborongh has a compensation 


the Rev. T. Thurlow, £4,028 as clerk of the Hanaper, in addi- 
tion to £7,352 as patentee of bankrupts. Viscount Avonmore 
receives £4,199 as late registrar of the Irish Court of Chancery; 
the Earl of Roden £2,698 as late auditor-general of the Irish 
Exchequer. But these pensions will come to an end; even 
that cannot be said of some others. There is above £23,000 
a year paid in perpetual pensions, payable as long at least as 
there shall be an Earl Amherst or Nelson, a Lord Rodney, a 
Viscount Exmouth, an heir of William Penn, or of the Duke 
of Schomberg, and so forth. Of the limited number of first- 
class pensions of £2,000 a year to statesmen who have been in 
high office, and who claiin the pensions, only two are now pay- 
able—viz., to Lord Glenelg and Mr. Disraeli; Sir G. Grey’s is 
suspended, he being again in office. Several pensions ceased 
in the course of the year; among them that to the family of 
George Canning and that to the doorkeeper of the Irish House 
of Lords, but the housekeeper still lives to receive her annual 
compensation for loss of emoluments by the Union. 


Early on the morning of the 30th ult., as the furniture and 
effects of Sir E. Eardley Wilmot, the newly appointed judge of 
the Marylebone County Court, were being conveyed from Bris- 
tol to Paddington, upon the Great Western Railway, a van, 
containing the most valuable portion of the property, caught 
fire betweon Readizg and Slough, and the contents of the van 
were entirely destroyed. Among the effects wore three of Sir 
Eardley’s largest and most valuable pictures. Among them 
was the well-known portrait of Sir Eardley Wilmot’s grand- 
father, the commissioner selected by Mr. Pitt to settle the 
claims of the American loyalists, painted at their request by 
their countryman West, and presented by them to Mr. Wilmot, 
in order to show their sense of the mode in which he discharged 
the duties of that important office. 

There were 125 public Acts passed in the late session, against 
114 of the preceding session. ‘The first statute of the recent 
session related to the marriage of the Prince of Wales, and the 
last'to the revision of the statute law. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
CLARK—On June 24, at Bishop’s Waltham, the wife of Mr. Francis 
Ciark, Solicitor, of a daughter. 
GREEN—On Aung. 3, at 19, Rochester-road, Camden-road-villas, the wife 
of Frank Henry Green, Esq., Solicitor, of a daughter. 
LAKE--On Aug. 1, the wife of Benjamin Lake, ., 13, Highbury-ter- 
race, and 10, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, of a daughter. 


MARRIAGES. 

FORBES—HALL— On Aug. 4, at St. Matthew's Church, Bayswater, 
James Ochoncar Forbes, Esq., of Corse, in the county of Aberdeen, 
younger son ‘of the late Sir John Forbes, of Craigievar, in the same 
county, Bart., to Harriet, third daughter of Charles Hall, Esq., of Lin- 
coln’s-inn, and St. Petersburgh House, Bayswater. 

MOLONY—GAYER—On July 29, at Monkstown Church, Edmund W. 
Molony, Esq., of the Civil Service, Bengal, third son of James Molony, 
Esq., D.L., of Kiltanon House, county of Clare, to Frances Selina, 
second daughter of Arthur Edward Gayer, Esq.,Q.C., LL.D., of Salerno, 
Killiney, one of the Ecclesiastical Commissioners for Lreland. 

SMITH—TAYLOR—On Aug. |, at St. Mary’s Lambeth, Mr. Thomas 
Smith, of Camberwell, to Elizabeth, only daughter of Mr, John Taylor, 
of Kennington, Surrey, and 110, Fenchurch-street, London, Solicitor. 

WAYTE—PAXTON—On Aug. 1, at St. George’s, Hanover-square, George 
Hodgson Wayte, Esq., of the Inner Temple, Fellow of King's College, 
Cambridge, to Annie, youngest daughter of Sir Joseph Paxton, M.P. 


DEATH, 
CAMPBELL—On July 28, Hugh Bruce Campbell, of The Park, Notting- 
ham, Solicitor, aged 60. ‘ 


HEIRS AT LAW AND NEXT OF KIN. 


(Advertized in the London Gazette.) 
Rice, Many, Mold, in the county of Flint, Widow. Next of kin. Lewis 
v. Hughes, V, C, Stuart, Nov. 4, 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
July 29.—By Messrs. Epwin Fox & Bovusrietp, 
Freehold house and shop, No. 75, Fleet-street, City.—sold for £2,700. 
ar two houses, Nos, 25 & 26, Auckland-road, Old Ford.—Sold for 
A400, 


By Messrs. Devennam & Tewson. 

Freehold, one-fourth share in the Lodge Farm, at Lingfield, Surrey, com- 
prising homestead and about 233 acres of arable and pasture land.— 
Sold for £1,160, 

Leasehold residence, 36, Douglas-road, Canonbury.—Sold for £800, 

Leasehold profit rental of £60 per annum, arising from 33 houses at 
Bromley and Homerton.—Sold for £390, 

Leasehold residence, No. 8, Minerva-terrace, Brixton-road.—Sold for £275. 

Freehold building land at Harrow. Lot 1, sold for £35; lot 2, sold for 
£50 ; jot 4, sold for £50; lot 5, sold for £215; lot 6, sold for £22 108. ; 


lot 8, sold for £60; lot 9, sold for £25 ; lot 10, sold for £22 108; lot Il, 
sold for £22 10s.; lot 12, sold for £62 10s, 





annuity of £7,700 as chief clerk of the Court of Queen’s Bench; 
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August 3.—By Messrs. Buckianp & Sons, 
a about 25 acres of land, with cottage premises, &c., in the, parish 
Winkfield, Berks.— lor £1,300, 
August 4.—By sorted Norton, Hocoart, & Taist. 
— three residences, Nos. 13 to 15, Guilford-street, Russell-square, 
_ for £900. 
Leasehold, we bouses and shops, Nos. 156 and 157, Sloane-street, Chelsea, 
—Sold for £650. 
Leasehold, ten residences, Nos. 5 to 14, Clapham-rise.—Sold for £2,200. 
Leasehold residence, Piercefield House, Tulse Hill, Brixton.—Sold for 


£1,590. 
y Messrs, Desennam & Tewson. 
Freehold ground R.A of £9 10s. per annum, secured on two cottages, 
Westmoreland-place, Camberwell.—Sold for £200 
Freehold ground rent, of £205 per annum, secured on Nos. 3 to 12, and 
19 to 28, Westmoreiand-place.—Sold for £4,100. 
Freehold, two villas, Nos. 15 and 16, Westmoreland- place.—Sold for £510, 
Freehold plot of building land, Westmoreland-place. —Sold for £230. 
Fi old ground rent of £21 5s. per annum, secured on Nos, | to 6, 
Havill-street.—Sold for £460. 
Freehold ground rent of £12 per annum, secured on Nos. 17 to 23, Wells- 
place, Camberwell.—Sold for £280. 
By Messrs. BEaDEL. 
Copyhold dwelling house, homestead, and about 10 acres land, being part 
of the Corn Lands Estate, Brentford.—Sold for £1,100. 
By Mr. G. A. Brown, 
Freehold ground rent of £70 per annum, secured on the Kings-head 
Py Sone —Sold for £1,440 
August 5.—By Messrs, Norton, Hoaoaat, & Trist. 
Leasehold house and premises, No. 5, Fenchurch-buildings, Fenchurch- 
street.—Sold for £1,070. 
By Messrs, Witxinson & Horne. 
Freehold, cottage farm buildings, garden, and meadow land, in all about 
19 acres, Havering, Essex,—Sold for £1,800. 
AT GARRAWAY’S, 
July 29.—By Messrs. Fanesrotuer, Cuark, & Lyre. 
Next presentation to the vicarage of Graveney-cum-Goodnestone, near 
Canterbury, with age house, grounds, &c.—Soid for £1,700, 
Freehold ground rent of £14 per annum, arising from dweiling house, No. 
33, Ferdinand-street, Hampstead-road.—Sold for £270. 
Freehold ground rents of £16 per annum, arising from 4 houses, Hether- 
sett-street.—Sold for £360. 
Frechold ground rents of £9 per annum, arising from 2 houses, Hether- 
sett-street.—Sold for £200 
Leasehold residence, No. 5, Woolmer: -cottages, The Grove, Hammersmith, 
—Sold tor £400. 
August 3.—By Mr. J. J. Oncrtt. 
Leasehold, ‘“‘ The Grapes ” public house, Bunhill-row.—Soid for £1,710. 
ust 5.—By Messrs. Faresroruer, CLARK, & LYE. 


Aug 
’ Freehold residential domain, known as *‘ Studley Castle,” in the counties 


of Warwick and Worcester, comprising a noble mansion and nearly 
2,700 acres of superior land, manorial rights and privileges, and the ad- 
yowson of the rectory of Moreton Baggott.—Sold for £145,000. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolbed. 
Toxspay, Aug. 4, 1863. 
Verity, Geo Hamilton, & Thos Alf Middleton, Bridgend, Glamorgan, At- 
torneys and Solicitors (Verity & Middleton), June 24. By mutual 
consent, 


GHindings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Fripay, July 31, 1863. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Herefordshire Banking Company.—The Master of the Rolls, on July 21, 
appointed W..Turquand, Tokenhouse-yard, Official Liquidator of this 


company. 
LiastTep In CHANCERY. 


Torspay, Aug. 4, 1863, 

Huddersfield District Manufacturing Company (Limited).—The Master of 
the Rolls, on July 30, appointed Henry Wilde, Huddersfield, Official 
Liquidator of this company. 

Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Faipay, July 31, 1863. 
Ackro oS Robt Stables, Barnston, Chester, Esq. Sept 1. Taylor & Co, 


Batley, John Wm, Kelvedon, Essex, Chemist. Sept 29, Stevens & 
Beaumont, Witham. 

Biddulp, Sophia, Frankton, Warwick, Widow. Sept !. Harris, Rugby. 

Bryan, Thos. » Sara erenee Leicester, Wine Merchant. Oct 1. Cradock 
& Woolley, Loughboroug 

Grafton, ‘ost Noble ma Duke of, Euston Hall, Suffolk. Sept 10, 
Farrer & Co, Lincoln's-inn-fields. 

—" Thos, Manch, Merchant, Sept 30. Newby & Co, Stockton- 


on- 
Joctioome Mary, Stockton, Durham, Spinster. Sept 1, Newby & Co, 
Ridley, Franc aig House, Highbury New Park, Sept 14. 
Sheffield, Old Broad-s 7 sab a 
Solomon, Hout’ Wook, Mostngde-pl, Basell-oq, Artist. Oct }: Twiss, 
Gray’s-inn-sq. 
— B.onf Morton, Bradford, Worsted Spinner, Septl. Taylor & 
Unwin, F —" Anne, Haverstock-pl, Hampstead-rd, Sept 1, Twiss, 


ray’s- 
Vp Con Line of Soph St 1 St Leonards-on-Sea, Spinster, Sept 10. Farrer 
Tusspay, Aug, 4, 1863, 


ay oe Bo John, Kingsbridge, Devon, Ironmonger. Ang 24. Orton, 
ng! 
Branch. Edward, Seething, Norfolk, Gent. Sept 1. Copeman & Son, 
London; Aldridge & Bromley, Gray’s-inn. 
Griffin, Alf Wm, Pell Wal, Stafford, Esq, Sept 14, Baxter & Co, Victoria- 
st, Westminster Abbey. 
a Fredk, Aron mn a Library Keerer. Sept 23. Redpath, Wal- 


bs, nar we Wm, Ealing, Middx, Oct 1. Church & Co, Southamp- 

ton- buildings. 

Pritchard, Davl, Dogpole, Shrewsbury, Grocer. Oct 10, Wace, Shrews- 
bury. 
Rose, Hy, Seneley Green, Ashton, Lancaster, Farmer. Aug 29. Billinge, 
Downall Green, within Ashton, and Rose, Seneley Green, Executors, 
Sparrow, Lady Olivia Bernard, Brampton-park, Huntingdon. Oct 1. 
Leman & Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Welsh, John, Puxton, Somerset, Yeoman. Sept 21. Chapman, Weston- 
super- Mare. 

Williams, Saml Betton, Gloucester, Chemist. Sept 15. Ellis & Co, 
Gloucester. 


Crevitors under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, July 31, 1863. 
Belfour, Edmund, jun, Grove House, Putney, Gent. Nov 6, Kinninmont 
v. Belfour, M.R. 
ee te John, Trentham, Stafford, Innkeeper. Nov 13. Bratt ¢. Bratt, 
7. C. Stuart. 
Firmin, Isaac, Twinstead, Essex, Farmer. Oct 29, Firmin eo. Firmin, 
'V. C. Wood. 


Lennon, Ann, South-st, New North-rd, Widow. Nov 2. Jones ¢, Frances, 
Vv. Cc. Stuart. 

Peter, Jas, Narrandarra, New South Wales, Nov 2, Peter v. Read, 
V. C. Stuart. 

Silcock, Simon Bonnett, Tottenham, Gent, Oct 29. Le Neve». Sileock, 
V. C. Stuart. 

seaad Sarah, Eccleshall, Stafford, Spinster, Oct 29. Lycett r. Bishop of 


Lichfield, M. R, 
TuesparY, Aug. 4, 1863. 

Bebbington, Chas, Over, Chester, Butcher, Oct 29. Bebbington o. Beb- 
bington, V. C Wood 

Burgess, Geo Cliver, Billericay, Essex, Saddler. Nov 5. Ruffell ». Bar. 
gess, V. C. Stuart. 

Hobley, Joseph, Stretton-under-Fosse, Warwick, Farmer. Oct 29. 
Wright v. Hobley, M.R. 

Honywood, Wm Philip, Marks Hall, Essex, Esq. Oct 29. Honywood pv, 
Honywood, M. R. 

Humfrey, Lebbeus Chas, Gt Queen-st, St James’s-park, Q.C. Nov 13. 
Humfrey v. Humfrey, V. C. Stuart. 

Ingham, Richd, Haliroyd, nr Todmorden, York, Cotton Spinner, Nov 16. 
Ingham ¢. Ingham, V. C. Stuart. 

— John, D’Urban, Port Natal, Gent. Jan 11, Jeves vo. Shadwell, 

’. C. Wood. 


saree: Edward, Stock Exchange, Gent. Nov 12. Greenwood», Mor- 
timer, M. R. 

Seaward, Mary Elizabeth, Harrington-sq, Hampstead-rd, Widow. Oct 29. 
Wyburd v. Tunaley, M.R, 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Farpay, July 31, 1863. 
Ainley, Michael Hy, Leeds, Chemist, June 25. Hick & Jones, Leeds. 
Darby, Joseph Pavey, Thos Joseph Beasley, Oxford-st, 
Needham, New-inn, Strand. 
—— a Bacup, Lancaster, Grocer. July 1, Janion & Richardson, 
anch, 
TurspaY, Aug. 4, 1863. 
Chick, Jas Pliillips, Lyme Regis. July 18. Tucker, Charmouth. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Faipay, July 31, 1863, 
Alisworth, John, Manch, Pork Butcher, = ’: Asst. Reg July 29, 
Barford, Jas, Hauslope, Bucks, Farmer. —— Conv. Reg wx. 
Booth, Benj, Horton, Traded, Tee Dealer: pba 13, Asst. Reg July 29. 
me John Carlisle, Cheltenham, Milliner, July 10. Asst. Reg 
July 30. 
Cottrill, Edwin, Birm, Press Manufacturer. July 13. Comp. Reg J 
Crossley, John, Higginshaw, nr Oldham, Beer Retailer. July 28. 
keg J uly 30. 
Desi, Robt, Speenhamland, Berks, Grocer. July 3. Conv. Reg 
July 
Dew, John Hy, King William-st, Auctioneer. July 22. Cony. Reg 
July 3 
Fishley, Wm Hy, Portsea, Grocer. July 6. Cony. Reg July 28. 
France, Wm Hy, New Whittington, Derby, Surgeon. “> 27, Comp. 
Reg July 28. 
Harrison, Robt, Island of Madeira. July 21. Arr. Reg Jaly 28. 
Holman, Wm Thos, Tottenham, Baker, July 16, Asst. ey 
Holt, John, W —— Oldham, Bookseller. June 30, Asst. 
Lambert, Jordan Wm, Hereford, Watchmaker, July 7. = <—— 


June 29. 
Labi, Robt, Basinghall-st, Sculptor in Ivory. July 30. Comp. Reg 
Jul 


aly 30 
Miller, John, Bristol, Accountant. July 2%. Conv, Rog July 28. 
Osborne, Alt, Birm, Smaliware Dealer, Jul y ih. Cast Marehana. aly 
Pearson, ‘Thos, Moreton in the Marsh, Gloucester, Coal i. 
Asst. Reg July 2 29. 
Pinchbeck, Alf Capner, Birm, Tailor. June 30. Asst. Reg July 28. 
Rhead, Peter, sen, Madeley, Stafford, Farmer, July 3. Conv. Reg July 31. 
Rourke, Martin, Salford, Paper Menuhaaater.” aes 19, Asst. Reg 


July 31. 
Siddons, John, Oldbury, Ironfounder, J aise 8. Reg July 30. 
Waddington, Edward, Wakefield, Physician. iy rh ‘Cony. ee 
Walpole, The Rey, Joseph Kidd, y, ne Darley, 

July 4. Comp, uly 30. 


‘Tusspay, August 





Beech, oe, Barlaston, Stafford, Farmer, Sept 29, Clarke & Hawiey, 
Langton ; Slaney & Winstanley, Newcastle-under-Lyme, 


4, 1863, 
Ashby, Edw, Lelcester, Builder. July 15. Conv, Reg Aug 3. 
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Bennett, eg Av 3 James Everett ites Cheltenham, Chemists. July 15. 
Berger, Max. ug 3. Asst. Reg Aug 
Brown, Jno, Lymm, Sonn Travelling piaee. July 7. len.” 
ug 

Browning, Hy, Bristol, Painter. July 17. Conv. Reg Aug 

Derk inane Hampstead-rd, Attorney's Clerk. July 31. Comp. 
ar Sampson, King’s-rd, Chelsea, Dealer in Glass. July 29. 
Emanuel, B Lene, Minories, Clothier. July 13. Comp. Reg Aug 3. 
Forbes, ta het dey ee pi, Kensington, Schoolmistress. July 23. Inspec- 

uly 

one} — Macclesfield, Silk Manafacturer. July 25, 


Aug il. 
Crees, Emile Thirsk, York, Watchinaker and Jeweller. July 24. Conv. 
July 29, Reg 


timer, Thos, Delph, York, Woollen Cloth Manufacturer. Conv. 
witiy 31 Geo S ie, Kingsbridge, Devon, Stationer. 
Seon tl Philip, Gloucester-st, St George, Hanover-sq, House Agent. 
July 25. Comp. Reg Aug 3. 
Ogiey, John, Sheffield, Joiner. July 30. Conv. Reg Aug 3. 
Pacey, Jas Alf, Manch, Professor of Music. July 20. Comp, Reg Aug 3. 
Parkin, Edw, Hy Wm Parkin, & Chas Parkin, Sheffield, File Manufac- 
turers. July 15. Conv. Reg Aug 3. 
Patrick, Wm, Digbeth, Birm, Tobacconist. July17. Asst. Reg Aug 3. 
Steward, Richd Jas, Plymouth, Grocer. July9. Conv. Reg Aug 4. 
,» Wm, Wianwen, nr Swansea, Grocer. July 28. Comp. 
July 11. Asst. 


Aug 3. 
Thomur, Wm, Godshill, Isle of Wight, Baker. 
3. 
Thornton, Charlotte, Clifton, Bristol, Widow. July 14. Reg 
July 13. Conv. Reg July 30. 


Aug 3. 
Tyler, Geo, Whitechapel-road, Clothier. 

— % Grenville-house, Hornsey-rise, Islington, Beer Retailer. 
v 
July 14. Conv. Reg 


Wadham, F. 
July 24. Reg Aug 4. 
bi Wm Arthur, Birm, Wine Merchant. 
Wodluae; Jno, Gainsborough, Shoemaker. July 8. Comp. Reg Aug 3. 


Bankrupts. 
Farwar, July 31, 1863, 
To Surrender in London. 
Able, Louis Chas Bedford-st, Covent-garden, Waiter at an Hotel. 
Pet July 23 (for pau). Aug l5ati2. Aidridge. 
Bailey, Jonathan, Durham-cottages, Brambieberry-park, Plumstead, 
Builder. Pet July 27. Aug lsatil. Orchard, John-st, Bedford-row. 
, Orchard-lane, Southampton, Leather Seller. Pet July 25. 
Ang ll at3. Paterson & Son, Bouverie-st, and Mackay, ——e 
rest, Stephen, Acton-pi, Kingsiand- -rd, Mariner. Pet July 2. Aug il 
Lawrence & Co, Bread-st. 
Thos Smith, Hampstead, Commission Merchant. Adj July 18. Aug 
5ati2. Aldri 
John, Bolsover-st, Portland-pl, Sculptor. Pet July 28. Aug 18 
atil. Lewis & Lewis, Lly-pi, Holborn. 
ae on Nag Vassall-rd, Brixton, Assistant to a Photographer. 
uly 28. Matil. Lewis, Raymond’ ‘s-buildings, Gray’s-inn. 
Jone, Alf Sami, Crawford-st, Coldharbour-lane, Camberwell, Piumber’s 
Cerk. Pet July 29. Aug 18 at 12. Thomson & Son, Cornhill, 
Lambie. Edwin, Kentish-town-rd, Carpenter and Builder. 
duly 24 (for pan). 


Ang ll at2. Aldridge. 
, Rehd, Leighton-rd, Kentish Town, Cattle Dealer. Pet July 27. 
Asg ib atil. Preston & Dohman, Gresham-street. 
Hy, Shoe-lane, Hat Manufacturer. Pet Joly 29. Ang 
18 at 12, Le Blanc & Torr, New Bridge-st. 
a Fredk , Market-row, Oxford-market, Pork Butcher. Pet 





Teg 


Comp. 


Asst. Reg 


Reg 
m,. Hy, London-rd, Southwark, Surveyor. Comp. 
July 9. 


July 3. Conv. Reg 


Reg 
Reg 


Conv. 


at 3. 


Pet 


Pet 


Aug 15 at 12. Atkinson & Hudson, Great James-st, Bed- 


a Frances Huntingion Isabclia, Brunswick-sq, Camberwell, Board- 
snouse Keeper. Pet July 77. Aug lb atiz. Rae, Mineing- lane. 
cman Ann, Widow, Hammersmith, Middixz, of no business. Pet July 
% (for pe. siete. 
Owen, John, Sherborne, near Basingstoke, Surveyor. Pet July 24. 
Aug isat il. Munday, Eesex-t, Strand. 
Pace, John, Lombard-st, Iron Mercnant. Pet July 29. Aug 16 at 12, 
Pinner’s-hall, City. 
Perry, Jas, ¢, Greenwich, Assistant to an Oil Refiner. 
Pes July 27 Ang 3S ot ii. Chipperfield, Trinity-st, Southwark. 
Righy, Jas, Upper Whitecrom-st, fruiterer. Vet Ju'y 27. Aug 16 at i, 
Koruna, Mag gg 
> ee Jouafa-et, % George’ sin-the-Last, Iron Founder, 
duly 77. Aug isatil. Piankett, Basinghall-st. 
Bwenbeck, Vretk (and na Fredk Swebeck, as advertised in Jast Gazette). 
Lim, Middix, ost of basiness. Vet July 7% (for 
{$ati2, Alfridge. 
Nelson, Cartinal-ter, Vali’s Pondd, Vaper Manger. 


%. Aug i#atiz. Waddewy ‘k ton, Leman ot. 
Loyt, Hicks, Mort, Booksiler. Vet July %. Aug is 


wt, Brand. 
hagas, Welbeck-st, Caventish-eq, Bi 
Aug li at 2. Lawrance & Co, Od 


Pet July 


= - 

West, John & 
Manulactarers, Ver July UA. 
pf Thos, Mowtague Meomtag Hors Deale 
SEAL, ret, ee ir. 
m, Ahugieasit, Mare, Vatinghalt-o ~ 


To turrender in the Com Country, 
Wm, Ustcifie, Lancamer, Groewr, Yer duly %, Bury, Aug 27 
it, aa, Mach, 
near Attiborne, gl Victualler, Vet July 23, 


neg 16 ot 53 ees Wirrta, 
er ya ‘J within, LeoxAs, Painter, Pet July 2A, Leods, Aug 


» Lecha, 
wn ah nar, ttiovimane, Vet doy ii, Hew 
ye, 16 a6 1249, Young, 





Brewster, Jolin Randel, Birm, Stationer. Pet July 27. Birm, Sept 28 
atl0. King. Birm. 

Burling, Jos, Newmarket St Mary, Suffolk, Tailor. Pet July 25. New- 
market, Aug 12 at 3. Hunt, Cambridge. 

Cadogan, Hy, Blakeney, Gloucester, Innkeeper. Pet July 28, Newnham, 
Aug 20 at 12. Page, Newnham. 

Carney, Michael, Rugeley, Stafford, Marine Store Dealer, Pet July 24, 
Rugeley, Aug 12 at 12. Palmer, Rugeley. 

Chadbond, John, Gt Bolton, Lancaster, File o—. Pet July 27. Bolton, 
Aug 12 at10. Richardson & Brandwood, Bo! 

Charles, Fredk Weaver Hy, Malvern Link, Leigh. Wetveitie, Shoemaker. 
Pet July 18. Worcester, Aug 18 at 11. Cortes, Worcester. 

Davies, John, Cleobury Mortimer, Salop, Brick Maker. Pet July 24, 
Cleobury Mortimer, Aug 12 at 10. Saunder, Kidde 
Dentith, John, Briggate, Leeds, Eating-house Keeper. Pet July 25, 

Leeds, Aug 18 at 12. Harle, Leeds 

Exley, Geo, Leeds, Coal Merchant. Pet July 22. Leeds, Aug 13 at 12. 
Harle, Leeds. 

Gadsden, Wm, Eaton Bray, Bedford, Pig Jobber. Adj July 13. Leigh- 
ton Buzzard, Aug 17 at 10. Rogers, Bedfo: 

Giles, Wm Brooke, Leeds, Dealer in Horses. * Pet July 30, Leeds, Aug 
17 at 11,15. Simpson, Leeds. 

Goodall, Hannah Maria, Hinckley, Leicester, Cowkeeper’s Assistant. 
Pet June 12, Leicester, Aug 25 at 11, Cape, Leicester. 

Goodall, Thos, Fareham, Hants, Pipe Maker. Pet July 27. Portsmouth, 
Aug 15 at 1l. Paffard, Portsea, 

Gregg, Sal, Handbridge, Chester, Plasterer. Pet July 29. Lpool, Aug 
14at12, Cartwright, Chester. 

Gullick, Robt, Newport, Monmoush, China and Glass Dealer, Pet July 
27. Newport, Aug 18 at 12. Woollett, Newport. 

Hand, Wm Tomlinson, Flintham, Nottingham, Tailor. Pet July 29. 
Newark, Aug 19 at 12, Ashley, Newark, 

Hawkes, John, Cambridge, Dealer in Cattle, Pet July 27. Cambridge, 
Aug 10 atl. Hunt, Cambridge. 

Hoyle, Richd, Boston, Boot Maker. Pet July 23. Nottingham, Aug 10 
atil, Brown & Son, Lincoln, 

Howatson, Jas, Bensham, Gateshead, ont of business. Pet July 23, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Aug 14 at 12. Bush, Newcastle-upon- 

Hugill, Joseph, Kingston-upon-Hull, Provision Dealer. Pet uly 28, 
Hull, Aug 10 at 12.30. Pettingell, Huil. 

Jones, ‘Lewis, Lpool, yin] and Publisher. Pet July 23, Lpool, Aug 11 
at3. Evans & Co, Lpool. 

Light, Saml, Manch, Flour Factor. Adj July 15, Manch, Aug 24 at 
9.30. Gardner, Manch, 

Lyoas, Hy Jas, Kingston-upon-Hull, Ironmonger. Pet July 29, King- 
ston-upon-Hull, Aug 19 at 12. Pettingell, Hall. 
Lyon, Richd, Leeds, out of business. Pet July 24, Leeds, Aug 18 at 

12. Harle, Leeds. 

Mason, Wm, Sheffield, Electro-plate Manufacturer. Pet July 23, Sheffield, 
Aug 15 at 10. Gou!d & Son, Sheffield. 

Mee, Hy, Chesterfield, Jeweller. Pet July 28. Sheffield, Aug 15 at 10. 
Unwin, Sheffield. 

Milward, Wm, Cardiff, Coal Agent. Pet July 28. Cardiff, Aug 17 at 11. 
W aldron, Cardiff. 

Nicholls, Richd, Treglisson, Cornwall, Mining Clerk, Pet July 28. 
Exeter, Aug i9 at tL. Greville & ‘Tucker, St. Swithin’s-lane, King 
William-st, and Floud, Exeter. 

Nuttall, Adam, Accrington, Contractor. 
12. Higson & Robinson, Manch. 

O'Brien, Jas Patrick, Maindee, Christchurch, Monmouth, Organist. Pet 
July 27, Newport, Aug 18 at 12. Blakey, Newport. 

Peters, Hy Simmons, Welsh Back, Bristol, Ship Chandler, Pet July 20. 
Bristol, Aug 11 at 11. Goolden, Bristol. 

Reynolds, Joseph, Lunatic Asylum, Stapleton. Adj July 22 (for pau). 
Bristol, Aug 14 at 12, Brittain. 

Richardson, ‘Thos, Bury, Fishmonger. Pet July 29, Bury, Aug 27 at Il. 
Anderson, bury. 

Scurlock, * Joseph, Pembroke Dock, Joiner and Builder, Pet July 28, 
Pembroke, Aug 15 at 9.30. Parry. 

Seeley, Joseph Jas, Buxton, Derby, Dealer in Fancy Goods. Pet July 28. 
Manch, Aug 21at 12, Sale & Co, Manch, 

Smith, Chas, Sandown, Isle of Wight, Manager of the Sandown Gas 
Works. PetJuly 25. Newport, Aug 12 at ll. Joyce, Newport. 

Smith, Wm Joseph, Manch, Manufacturer. Pet July 25, Manch, Aug 27. 


ati2. Sale & Co, Manch, 
Stark, Wm, Bristol, Carpenter, Pet July 28, Bristol, Aug 14 at 12. 
Shipton. 
Stear, John, Belper, Derby, Boot Maker. Pet July 21, Belpor, Aug 12 
at2. Borough, Derby, 
Stocker, Thos, etagetehe, Southampton, General Dealer. Pet July 27. 
Hull, Aug 10 at 11,30. 


tasingstoke, Aug \Satli. Smith, Reading. 

White, Chas, Hull, Pilot. Adj July 15, 

Wilkinson, Geo, Kingston-upon- Hull, Smack Owner, Pet July 27. King- 
ston-wpon-Hall, Aug 19 at 12, ‘Ayre, Hull, and Bond & Barwick, 
Leeds. 


Pet July 27. Manch, Aug 26 at 


Turavar, Aug. 4, 14663, 
To Surrender in London, 

tagley, Robert, Grove-rd, Fulham, Foreman to # Market Gardoner, Pot 
July 30. Aug ib atl. Hill, Basinghall-st. 

Lell, Mary Ann, Charrington-st, Camden Town, out of business, Pet 
July 4), Aug iMatil, Doyle, Gray’s-inn, 

Lringloe, Jon, Kiizabeth-pl, Coldharbour-lane, Camberwell, be essa 
Vet duly 31, Aug tsatz. Treherne & Wolferstan, Gresham: 

Burton, Win, Molt’s-pl, Hoxton, Varrior, Vet July 26, Aug iD” at I. 
Nash, Haberdasher’s-pl, Hoxton, 

Burroughs, Joneph Pearce, Canverbury-row, Kennington-rd, Commission 
Agent. Vet duiy 80 (for pan), Aug id op 1, Ald 

Case, Wm Wy, Jobn's-mews, bedford-row, Cab Vrupriewor. Pot Aug, 
Aug i at 2, Orchard, Jolin-st, bodford-row, 

Dale, My, Albion-pi, Hackney, Clerk, Pot July 90, Aug 18 at 12, Wate 
2on, Cannon-st, City, 

Vvane, Wiech, Cowley, Oxford petider. oft July 23, Aug 10 at 12, 
tole & Co, Aldermanbury, wha! Nam, € 

Grifithy, Hichd, Kow-lane, Fringe Rastinenest Pet July 31, Aug 18 
ati, Harrisons, Walbrouk, 

Grover, Thos, jan, Orpington, nr Bromley, Market Gardener, Pot July 80 
Aug 16 ot lL. Silvester, Great Dover-nt, Mowlngwa, 
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Helos, Wn Dyes, Rewtet, Resrmlier, Pet July 28, Aug 19 at 11. 
xing, Ch as, New-st, Middl, Coachman, Pet July 30 (for pau). Aug 15 


mee’? ae st, Finsbury-sq, Collar and Harness Manufacturer. 
Dg. Jay al (jor pau ent an atl. 


a 





ekg teem ag Lambeth, Clothier. Pet June 6. Aug 18 at 
—> 
Laon, Wm Thos, Pleacan ulse~hill, Plumber and Painter. Pet July 


tnt 
31. Aug ote hae Beswick, Nicholas-lane. 
, Robert, H Lewin. Guiaaie. Pet July 30. Aug 19 
at il. Doyle, Gray s-inn, and Atkinson, Norwich. 
Rae, Geo, , Nurseryman, Pet July 29. Aug 19 at 12. 
Evans, John-st, Bedford-row. 


Myers, Geo, Bream’s-buildings, bag A mg Printer. Pet July 30. 
Aug 18 atl. Plimsaul, eg og s-inn. 
Theobaid-st, 


Newman, ent-rd, Beerseller. Pet Aug 1. 
Aug 19 at 12. Hare, Basinghall-st. 
redk, Three Tun-passage, Newgate-market, Publican. Pet 
1. Aug 18 at 1. Fe mag eet 
, Isidore, West Ham 1 Stratford, Dealer in Watches. Pet 
Jul; a0. Aug 18 atl. Wood& , Coleman-st- 


st-buildings, 
T ', Thos, Clarem ont-pl, Hastings, Tuiterer. Pet July 31. Aug 18 
a y Kingdon & Willtexos, Lawrence-lane, Cheapside, and Sargent, 


Tay. ; y opis p Reset, xt of business. Pet July 13 
u). at dridg 
aie, Guas, Blizabeth-st, Pimlico Pimlico, Watchmaker. Pet July 30. Aug 18 


Couper, Charing-cross. 
Van Hare, Stafford-pl, Pimlico, tor of an Equestrian Circus. Pet 
July 31. Aug 18at2. Davies, Union-ct, Old Broad-st. 
Watson, Rickmansworth, Hertford, Whitesmith. Pet July 31. 
Aug 19 atil. Hare, Basinghall-st. 
elch, John Matthias, Denmark-hill, Victualler. Pet July 29, Aug 19 
atil. Ody, Trinity-st, Southwark. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Wm, Cleobury Mortimer, Salop, Innkeeper. Pet July 29. Birm, 
Aug 26 at 12. James & Co, 
Ashmore, Chas, Birm, Saddler, Pet July 31, Birm, Sept 28 at 10. 
Powell & Son, Birm. 
Berry, Pan Waninteen” Slater. Pet July 29. Warrington, Aug 20 at 


12. 

Black, Thos, Haswell-lane, » Publican, Pet July 28. Seaham 

Harbour, Aug 8 at 11. peel Bestans 

Brier, John, nr Halifax, Farm Labourer. Pet July 29. 

Halifax, Aug 14 at 10. Dyson, York. 

Castle, Thos, , Baker, Pet July 30. Birm, Sept 28 at 10. Duke, 

Chaffer, John, Blackpool, Lancaster, Glass and China Dealer. Adj July 

15, po ae 

Duty. 8 a Heath, Tipton, Grocer. Pet May 26. Dudley, 
at 


ey. 
» Chas, Wi Mare, Butcher. Pet July 30. Bristol, Aug 

l4atil. Chapman, pesiees, Retehar. Bet Daly 20. Bristol. 

Davenport, Wm, Lpool, Grocer. Pet July 30. Lpool, Aug 18. Henry, 


Fleya, John, Aberdare, Collier. Pet July 18 (for pau). Cardiff, Aug 18 
atii, Ensor, 
aaa. Geo, * jun, Hulme, Manch, Provision Dealer, Pet Aug 1. 


Aug 2iatil. Swan, Manch. 
pate aan jun, Bridgwater, Gardener, Pet July 30. Bridgwater, 
Aug 19 at 10. Carslake, Bridgw: 


Jones, Jas, jun, Worcester, ance. Pet July 22. Worcester, Aug 
18 at 11. Wilson, Worcester, 

Jones, Wm, Swansea, out of business, Pet July 29. Swansea, Aug 17 at 
12. Morris, Swansea. 


Jolly, David, Bradford, Grocer. |B Pet July 31. Bradford, Aug 21 at 
10.30, Terry & Watson, Brad 
King, Solomon, Penzance, len” Pet July 28, Penzance, Aug 12 at 


» John, Castlegate, York, Watchmaker. Pet July 15. Don- 
Kittsoa, Jabes, Benvwick Taleo Ce Pot July 18. Cambridge 
, Isle of E . Pet July 18. " 
Sept 15 at 10, pon ty sArber sD 
Lord, Hy Halstead, Bacup, Lancaster, Plumber and Glazier. Pet July 
4. Manch, Aug 17 att ; Manch. 
ane i a Ly ey hy Derby, Lpool, Printer. Pet July 30. Lpeol, 


, John et, Manch, Wine Merchant. Pet July 23. Manch, 
ere Earle & Co, Manch. 
Harriet, Chesterfield, Victualler. Pet July 27, Chesterfield, Aug 
18 et 1, Cutts id. f 
“a ‘brent, Stationer, Pet July 31, Newark, Aug 
19 at 12 Ashley, Tomnti-apee- Yeon. ae: 


» Somerset, Baker, Pet July 23. Weston-super- 
Mare, eg ibs ide "Allen, Burnham ' 
Sanders, Sam! Rowe, Rotherham, Waggon Dealer. Pot July 15. Shef- 
field, Aug 22 at 10. 


Broomhead, 

Aun John Benen, Keymer, Corn Chandier, Pet July 80, Cuckfield, 
i. Goodman, ton. 

Slip, Edw, Bath, Oil and Colourman, Pot July 18, Bristol, Aug M4 at 1, 


Smith, Jobin, Wednesbury, Boot Maker. Pet. Walsall, Aug 10 at 10, 
Southwick, th Mei, Rowley Regis, Builder. Pet July 30. Dudley, 


Aug 17 at il. udloy, 
Matthow, Londen, Leoda, Mason, Pet July 31, Leeds, 
Ang 18 at 1a, iuarie, Looda, 
Thompson, Geo Soott, Nowonstle-upon-Tyne, Builder. Pet July 2%, 
ow «Tyne, Aug i4 at 11.80, Bush, Neweastle- ‘Tyne, 
Tregaskia, Richa, Perran-ar-worthal, € ornwall, Accountant, Bet Aug 1. 
Kxoter, Aug 19 at 1, Hirtgul, Maxoter 
Turner, John, FPoultan, Lancaster, Vietwatlor, Pet duly 30, Lancaster, 
Aug 14at 10, Johnson & Tilly, Lancaster, 


BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Tomepay, Aug. 4, 1868, 


j aenen and PROVINCIAL LAW ASSUR- 


ANCE SOCIETY, 
No. 21, FLEET-STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
CAPITAL, ONE MILLION. 


Dreecroas. 
JAMES R. by mag ra thg = , QC., Temple, Chairman. 


H. 8. LAW. » Bush- Chairman. 
ASHLEY, The ANTHONY JOHN, Liacoln’s-inn. 
BACON, JAMES, Esq., .— ‘s-inn. 

BELL, WILLIAM, 


Esq., Church-yard. 
NETT, ROWLAND NEVITT, Esq., Lincoin’s-inn. 
JOHN, Esq., Lincoln’s-ina-fields. 


BOWER, GEORGE, Esq., Tokenhouse- 
CHOLMELEY, STEPHEN, Haq Lincl'inn 


ERLE, PETER, Esq., 
FANE, WILLIAM D 00D, sa. Be Board of Trade. 
FREEMAN, e 
GASELEE, ag 
GWINNETT, ¥ HENRY, Esq., Cheltenham. 
HEDGES, JOHN KIRBY, Esq., ; 
JAY, SAMUEL, a ’s-inn. ne 
38, -terrace, Regent's-park. 
LAWRANCE, EDWARD, Esq., 14, Old Jewry-chambers. 
LEFROY, G. BENTINCE, Esq.. 5, Adelphi. 
, JOHN, Esq.. Q.C., MP., Temple. 
» T Ores ROBE, Eos 
LUCAS, CHARLES » Lincoin's-inn. 
SHAW. JOHN HOPE: Bay 
STEWARD, , Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
STILL, ROBERT, Esq., Lincoln’s-inn. 
TILLEARD, JOHN, Esq., Old 
VIZARD, WILLIAM, Eaq,, 85, Lincoin’s-inm-felds, 
WHITE, THOMAS, Esq., Bedford row. 


SPECIAL NOTICE. 
All Policies effected “ With Profits” before the 3ist nee, 1863, 
wil Se eae, SOE te Seeks epee Se Pee be declared 

















at the end of the year 1865. 

Specrwxxs oF Bonuses ow Soctery’s Potictes on 3ist Deceamen. 1°68, 
Date of Sum Total Benus 
Policy. Present Age. Assured. Additions. 

1846 ........ 40 £1000 £235 
9) | eovowesoe 45 1000 235 
eccecess 59 1000 27 
1851 coovecces 65 1000 2 
@ sesceess 36 1000 163 
1854 coseseee 44 1000 
$ sbeenece 55 1e00 134 
1856 2. w.00s . 25 1000 
e, soccsces 60 1000 i 
ARCHIBALD DAY, Aataaey ont Canary. 





| Py ee at 5, 5}, and 6 per CENT.— 
CEYLON COMPANY aired. Subscribed Capital, £350,000. 


Lawford Acland, Esq., Chairman. 
— H. Elphinstone, Bart., 


MP. 
H George Gordon, Robert 
Goons insane, Sa. ome Sir 8. Villiers Surtees, K.B. 

The Directors of the CEYLON COMPAR SS eee 
by a resolution of the shareholders, at the General Meeting of the com- 
pany, held in-London on the 4th hw hak 1863, to borrow a sum of 

Pared ts lagu debentures ce, th ch amen =i Seats 
pre) to one, tree, years, 

and for longer Specialy 


per Cent. respectively, periods, as may be 
arranged. 
The directors are also to invest for constituents, at Colenial 
aie, Se Ceylen and Mauritius, either with er with- 
pe say gta ay be arranged, 
ats mer Particelere to be made at the office of the eumpeny 
No. 12, Old Broad-street. By order, 


JOHN ANDERSON, Secretary. 
A* INDISPUTABLE LIFE POLICY 55 
ALTOGETHER DIFFERENT PROM 
AN ORDINARY LIFE pg 
It is different in meaning, 


construction, and effect, 
tions or limitations of any Kind; while the validity sy cas sedaey 
Rey Rg eae oe cayuiey ehar te Guar he 





Indisputadle Policies. 
Edinburgh : 13, Queen-street, ALEXANDER Manager, 
Londen : 54, Chancerylane. JAMES BENNETT, Res. 

Dublin: 6, Foster-place. FLETCHER & MEADE, Local Secretaries, 


pues “HE POLICIES of the BRITISH PRUDENTIAL 





a 
; Sart ten, ad Chtet eticta, 8, 2 Tastee a Cada ex 

WG ATL 108, dd. 

“ HENRY MARDER, Secretary, 


— oe — asee er san on en Rn a SR 


AMUEL and W. Cue GRAY, Barristers, 





Alderley, John, Leeds, Deer House Keeper, July ai, 


Attorneyeat La’ pone, New 
Sistta, attend ve Oulveeen - ee ius ee en 
Sent tat char OER OR 
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CCIDENTS BY ROAD, RIVER, or RAIL- 
WAY; ACCIDENTS IN THE FIELD, THE STREET, OR AT 
HOME, may be provided against by taking a Policy of the RAILWAY 
PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE COMPANY, 64, Cornhill, London. 
£140,000 HAS BEEN ALREADY PAID AS COMPENSATION FOR 
ACCIDENTS OF ALL KINDS, in 75 Fatal Cases, and 6,880 Cases of 
Personal Injury 
Rates and further particulars may be obtained at the Railway Stations, 
of oe Local Agents, or of the HEAD OF FICE, 64, CORNHILL, LON- 
DON, E.C. 

Kaiiway Passengers’ Assurance Company, WILLIAM J. VIAN, 
Empowered by special Act of Parliament, 1849, : Secretary. 
To Trustees, Capitalists, and others, seeking safe and well- tenanted Landed 

Investments.—Exssex, in Rochford Hundred,—Several valuable Farms, 
embracing altogether an area of about 1,900 acres of highly vac are hn 
—_ ong grazing marsh Jand, let upon long leases to most respectable 


M Ess. BEADEL are instructed to SELL by 
AUCTION, at the MART, Bartholomew-lane, London, on TUES- 
DAY, the 25th day "of AUGUSI’;, at TWELVE o'clock, the following very 
valuable PROPERTIES, viz. :—Leigh- hall Farm, in the parish and imme- 
diately adjoining the village of Leigh, abutting also upon the Tilbury and 
Southend Rallway, comprising an old-fashioned, comfortable residence, 
farm buildings, and 226a, Ir. 3p. of very rich and productive land, in the 
occupation of Mr. Samuel Wade, under lease expiring 29th September, 
1872. South-hall, and Stannett’s Farms, Pagiesham, comprising a farm- 
house, agricultural buildings, several labourers’ cottages, and 473a. Ir. 2p. 
of deep staple, arable, and good grazing marsh land,in the occupation of 
Mr. John Coe, under lease, expiring Michaelmas, 1878. East-hall, Pagle- 
sham, situate close to the village, and immediately adjoining the preced- 
ing farm; comprising a very convenient residence, with offices and home- 
stead, situate near the centre of the farm, and 270a, 2r. 6p. of first-class 
arable and grazing marsh land, in the occupation of Mr. William Laver, 
under lease expiring Michaelmas, 1877, Castle Farm, Hadleigh, compris- 
ing a farm-house, set of agricultural buildings, and 296a. 3r. 12p. of sound 
arable, pasture, and marsh land, let to Mrs. Mary Ann Wood upon lease, 
— Michaelmas, 1882. Upon this farm stand the beautiful ruins of 
h Castle. Park Farm, Hadleigh, comprising a very superior and 
newiy-erected gentlemanly residence, situate close to the Southend-road, 
a d, and 316a. Or. 9p. of arable, pasture, and marsh 
land, let to o Mrs. Mary Ann Wood, upon lease, expiring Michaelmas, 1882. 
Temple-wood Farm, comprising 34 acres of useful arable land, let to Mrs. 
Wood, jupon lease, "expiring Michaelmas 1882, Belfairs Farm, in the 
of Hadleigh, comprising a cottage residence, a newly erected home- 
stead, and 119 acres of arable and pasture land, let to D. R. Scratton, Esq., 
upon jease, expiring Michaelmas, 1881. A valuable Close of Arable Land, 
near the Woodcutters’ Arms, in the parish of Eastwood ; also two fields of 
Arable Land, abutting upon the Back-lane, leading from Eastwood to 
Rayleigh, containing together about 16 acres, let to Mr. Samue) Baker, as 
yearly tenant. The Hadleigh and other Woods, embracing an area of 
132 acres of good underwood, well stocked with oak timber, and situate 
adjoining Belfuirs Farm. 
with plans and conditions of sale, may be obtained of 
Messrs. LEMAN & CO., Solicitors, 51, Lincoln’s-inn-fields ; of 
Messrs. NICHOLL, BURN ETT, & NEWMAN, 18, Carey-strect, 
Lincoin’s-inn ; 
at the Mart; and at Messrs. BEADEL’S Offices, No. 25, Gresham-street, 
London, E.C. 








ESSEX.—Important Landed Investments, in the parishes of Mount Bures 
and Bures Hamiet, within a short distance of a station on the Colne 
Valley Line of Railway, and abouc seven miles from the market town of 
Colchester, comprising three valuable Farms, with good Residences and 
ample Agricultural Buildings (nearly all freehold), and embracing an 
area of 536a. 3r. 6p. of sound corn and grazing land, let to excellent 
_— py a a at rents amounting to upwards of £875; also the 

anor of Mount Bures. 
VA ESSES. 1 BEADEL are instructed to prepare for 
SALE, at the MART, Bartholomew-lane, London, on TURSDAY, 

AUGUST 2, the following very desirable FREE HOLD ESTATES, viz.: 

Mount Bures-ha!! and Josselyns, containing 25%3a. Or. 23p., let to Henry 

Morreil, Eaq., upon lease, which expires Michaelmas, 1875, at £400 per 

annum; Elmes Farm, Mount Bures, containing 135a. 3r. 26p., let to Mr. 

George Pettit, upon lease, which expires Michaelmas, 1869, at £275 per 

annum ; Withers and Nortons Farms, Mount Bures, containing 147a. 2r. 

Zip., let to Mr. Hugh Pettit, upon lease, which expires Michaelmas, 156%, 

at £200 per annum ; a Piece of Accommodation Pasture Land, in the Com- 

mon-meadow, also let to Mr. Hugh Pettit; the Manor of or reputed 

Manor of Mount Bures, with the quit rents, fines, heriots, &c. 
bd particulars will over — —B,  Gredhans-t, London, E.C 


1 be SOLD, pursuant to an order of the “High 
Court of y, made in the causes of George Matson and 
Others pn ng Ann Dennis ana Others, and of Margaret Anna Matson 
and Others egainst Elizabeth Woodt Dennis and Others, with the 
approbation of the Vice-Chancellor Sir John Stuart, by Messrs, BEADEL, 
the auctioneers ainted by the said judge, at the MART, Barthoiomew- 
lane, Londot, on TULSDAY, the 25th day of AUGUST, 1863, at TWELVE 
for ORE odiedk, in One Lt, the very valuable Manor or Lordship of 
Great Holland, situate in the county of Basex, about 16 miles from the 
town of Colchester, and only 4 miles from the rapidly improving town of 
Waltom-on-the-Haze. It extends over 500 acres of laud, including 
Remergus and t with all royalties, fines, 
qs rents, herits, reliels, quarries, and other rights, privileges; and 
thereto belonging. The quit rents and tree rents amount to 
£14 2. 2h. per annum, and the average amount received for fives, &c., 
for the last 26 years, has been about £40 per annum. The lord of the 
manet ia entitled to one-third of the timber cut, otherwise than for re- 
— om the copyhoid estates, and to fourteen heriots of the best live 
upon copyhoide within the manor, The fines on death or nijena- 
thom are at the will of the lord, The present number of the copyhold 
tements ts alanis thirty-four. 
Dated tisis Hh Gay A July, 1464. ROLY. W. VYEAKY, Chief Clerk, 
RING ORD he DOUMAN, 2%, Kanexmrect, Strand, London, ageuts for 
TUREEL te DEANE, ff Cole hester, Maintifi’ Sclicitors., 
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HAMPSHIRE, near Alton.—The Blackmore Estate, a valuable } 
Property, with possession at Michaelmas next; also an Allotment 
Common Right in South Hay Manor, the whole emb: an 

$’ of about 390 acres, and situate in the parishes of oe ig ey andGreath; 

ESSRS. BEADEL are instructed by the 

tees for Sale to offer by AUCTION, at the MART, Bartholom 
lane, London, on TUESDAY, the 25th day of AUGUST, at TWELVE, ¢ 
above very desirable ESTATE, comprising a farm residence, set of 
cultural buildings, labourers’ cottages, and altogether about 390 acres of 

arable, pasture, and wood land, situate in the parishes of Selbourne Mi 

Greatham ; aiso an allotment in South Hay Manor. : 
Particulars, with plans and conditions of sale,may be had of 

Messrs. ATTREE, CLARK, & HOWLETT, Solicitors, 8, Ship- 
Brighton; of 
Messrs, SENIOR & ATTREE, 2, New-inn, Strand, W.C.; 
at the Mart; andthe Offices of Messrs. BEADEL, 25, Gresham-s 
Lendon, E.C. 
Valuable Manors, i in the county of Essex. 
ESSRS. BEADEL have received instructions t@ 
SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, London, on TUESDAY, 

AUGUST 25, at TWELVE o'clock, the following very valuable MANOB 

in the county of Essex, with all the royalties, courts leet, courts baron,” 

rents, heriots, fines, quarries, and rights and privileges thereto belonging,” 

viz :—The Manors of East-hall and South- hall, Paglesham ; the Manor o 

Leigh or Leigh-hall, in the Parish of Leigh; Hadleigh or Hadleig % 

Castrum, in the parish of Hadleigh; and the Manor of Chedingwell, in | 

Inworth. 

Particulars and conditions of sale may be had of i. 
Messrs. LEMAN & CO., Solicitors,51, Lincoln’s-inn-fields ;_ of : 
Messrs. NICHOLL, BURNETT, & NEWMAN, 18, Carey-street, Ling 

coln’s-inn 

at the Mart; and at Messrs. BE ADELP Offices, 25, Gresham-street, tC. 





Vaiuable Freehold Estates, near "Ashford and Hythe, in the county of. 
Kent, comprising altogether about 3,340 pasty mes rental and value of © 
which may be fairly estimated at £3, 500 pe 4 

ESSRS. NORTON, HOGGART, & TRIST 
have received instructions to offer for SALE, "at the MART, in” 

AUGUST, in 13 Lots (unless the whole should be previously of by 

private contract), valuable FREEHOLD ESTATES, situate in the parishes © 

of Aldington, Sellinge, Hurst, Newington, Lympne, Bilsington, Mersham, | 

Ruckinge, Shadoxhurst, Warehorne, and Stone, near Ashford and Hythe, © 

in the county of Kent, and extending over about 3,340 acres of land, in 

arable, pasture, meadow, and wood, with farm-houses and "The mode ot 
adapted to the several occupations, numerous cottages, &c. The mode 

subdivision will be as follows :— i 
Lot 1. The Aldington Estate, consisting of the farms known as AL 

dington-court, Goldwell, Simnel, Poulton, Ruffian’s-hill, Street, Cobb’ 

hall, Patterson, Middle- -park, Upper-park, Partridge, Lower-park, Stone- 
street, and Handen, in the occupation of Messrs. Denne, Fuller, Goldy 
and others; several smaller occupations and accommodation lands, <@ 
mental woods and plantations, numerons cottages, &c.; the whole cone 
taining about 2,120 acres. This lot is especially adapted for the erection. 
of a shooting-box or a family residence. It is partly rg tag | as 

in which there is good trout-fishing, and the woods and lands 

calculated for the preservation of game. There are also hounds in 

immediate neighbourhood. 

Lot 2. Copperhurst and Goldenhurst Farms, situate adjoining lot 1, with 4 
several woods, cottages, &c., containing altogether 393a, Or. 38p.; the” 
lands in the occupation of Mr. Chambers and Mr. Hart; the woods in 
hand. ‘ 

Lot 3. Court-at-Street Farm, situate on the road from Hythe to Al- = 
dington, close to the village of Court-at-Street, and near to lot 1, contain-- 
ing 33a. Ir. Op., in the occupation of Mr. William Dryland. 4 

Lot 4. Stone Cross and Bliby Farms, on the road from Bilsington to 
Ashford, about two and a half miles from Aldington Church, and six from: 
Ashford, containing together 150a. Or, 31p., in the occupation of Mr. Cook 
and Mrs. Woolley, ‘ 

Lot 5. Hethe> Wood, situate near to lot 4, adjoining the estate of” 
W. H. Cosway, Esq., and containing 19a, Or, 26p.; in hand, i 

Lot 6. Freeland Wood, situate near to lot 5, adjoining the estate of Sit” 
Norton Knatchbull, and containing 24a. 2r. 28p.; in hand. 3 

Lot 7. Lonkhurst Farm, Woods, &c., in the parishes of Ruckinge, Bil- ~ 
sington, and Kingsnorth, about four iniles from Ashford-and Aldington, © 
adjoining the property. of Sir James Domville, the Haberdashers’ Coms ~ 
pany, and others, and containing 139a. Ir. 38p.; the Jand isin the oceupa=4 
tion of Mr. Swaffer; the woods in hand. 4 

Lot 8. Woodreeve’s and Ruckinge Farms, Woods, and Plantations in the © 
parish of Ruckinge, near the turnpike and the road from Bromley-green 
to Ashford, about a mile from the village of Kingsnorth, and three y and af 
half from Ashford, containing altogether 157a, 2r. 18p.; the Jand is in the” 
occupation of Mr. Bailey and Mr. Washford ; the woods in hand, 4 

Lot 9. Several Woods and Plantations, near to lot 6, adjoining 
estate of Sir Janes Domville, and containing 68a. Ir. 37p.; in hand, 

Lot 10. Hoad’s Land, Wood, and Plantations, situate in the parish 
Shadoxhurst, on the road from Bromley-green to Ashford, near lot %, 
and about a mile from the village of Kingsnorth, containing 
$2a. Ir. 22p.; the land is in the occupation ot Mr. Theobald; the woods i a 


Lot 11, Lord’s Wood, in the parish of Warehorne, near the roads fi 
Warehome Leacon to Snargate, and from New Romney to Ruckinge, 
surrounded by the estate of — Thornhill, Esq,, containing 90a, 3r, 32p.4 7 

hand "i 


Lot 12. An Enclosure of rich Marsh Land, in Ruckinge Marsh, on @ 
road from Snave to Woodchurch, containing 10a, Ir. 6p.; in the ocen 
tion of Major Deedes, : 

Lot 14, The Oxney Ferry Gate and Cottage, close to the village oF” 
Stone, and about three miles from Appledore; in the oceupation of Mr” 
George Paine, 

Varticulars, with plans, may shortly be had at the Swan Hotel, Hythe 5 4 
Saracen's Mead, Ashford; Vountain, Canterbury ; > 

Mr, THOMPSON, Saltwood, near Hythe, Kent; of 
Messrs, FUER £, GOODE OKD, CHOLMELEY, & FORSTER, 
square, Lincoln's inn ; 4 
at the Mart; and of Mesers, NORTON, HOGGART, & TRIST, 62,010 
brow street, Moyal Exchange, WC. i 
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